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I BEFORE THE

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

I )
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY )

I ACQUISITION AND OPERATION )
EXEMPTION- LINE OF BNSF RAILWAY ) Finance Docket No. 34672
COMPANY )

I THE CITY OF SIKESTON, MISSOURI ' S
MOTION TO DISMISS, OR, IN

• THE ALTERNATIVE, TO RE-CLASSIFY
• THE SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

1
The City of Sikeston, Missouri ("City" or "'Sikeston' ) requests that the

•• Board dismiss the Petition for Exemption ("Petition") filed in this proceeding by Union

• Pacific Railroad Company ("UP") on March 1 1, 2005. If the Board does not dismiss

I
UP's Petition, Sikeston requests that the Board reclassify the required environmental

review of UP's Petition from an Environmental Assessment ("EA") to a full

II Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS").

I PREFACE AND SUMMARY

M , UP's Petition attempts to present a run-of-the-mill request to the STB.

According to UP, it is experiencing congestion on its 40-mile line running between

™ Rockview and Dexter, Missouri ("Rockview-Dexter Line"). UP proposes to alleviate that

• congestion by acquiring a 23.7 mile parallel BNSF line ("Rockview-Sikeston Line") and

|
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by instituting directional running over the parallel Rockview-Sikeston Line and a 23 mile

connecting UP line ("Sikeston-Dexter Line"). The schematic below illustrates these three

lines:

Rockview

Dexter Sikeston

The proposed UP routing from Rockview to Dexter via Sikeston is referred to hereafter as

the "Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter" routing.

In fact, UP's Petition is far from an ordinary request typically handled under

the Board's exemption procedures. UP's proposals, if implemented, will force thousands

of additional trains per year through Sikeston and other surrounding communities along

the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing. Sikeston, and the surrounding communities, are

not designed to absorb this level of rail traffic. UP's Petition, if granted, will cause major

.4.



I
:™ adverse consequences to the residents of Sikeston and surrounding communities,

• including increased rail safety risks, increased noise pollution, and numerous other

m environmental and socio-economic harms that will substantially reduce their quality of

life.

I
™ UP's Petition has generated extraordinary opposition and statements of

I concern throughout Missouri, including statements submitted by Missouri's two United

m States Senators (Senators Christopher S. Bond and James M. Talent); the Governor of

Missouri (the Hon. Matt Blunt); Missouri Congresswoman Jo Ann Emerson; Missouri

State Senator Jason G. Crowell; the Sikeston City Council; the Sikeston R-6 School

£ District; the Sikeston Department of Economic Development; the Sikeston

• medical/elderly care community (including the Missouri Delta Medical Center, Clearview

Nursing Center, Hunter Acres Caring Center, and the Community Sheltered Workshop,

Inc.); thousands of Sikeston residents and businesses; the Scott County Commission; and

|, the Scott County Central School District. These concerns are more fully addressed in the

•; accompanying verified statement of Michael Marshall, the Mayor of Sikeston, who also

describes the significant adverse impacts that UP's plan as proposed would have on

Sikeston and the surrounding communities.

• In this Motion, the City first requests that the Board exercise its authority

I, under 49 U.S.C. §10502 to dismiss UP's Petition. Dismissal is required here because the

nine month statutory deadline for deciding UP's Petition expired long ago; because UP's

I
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I
» Petition omits key facts and has been overtaken by subsequent developments; and because

• UP's Petition raises concerns of transportation importance that can best be addressed in a

m full application proceeding.

If the Board does not dismiss UP's Petition - which it should the City

•— alternatively requests that the Board exercise its authority under 49 C.F.R. § 1105.6(a) to

• reclassify UP's Petition as one requiring an E1S. Reclassification is required because of

m the extraordinarily significant, and extraordinarily controversial, adverse impacts UP's

proposal will have on the residents of Sikeston and other surrounding communities along

1 the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing.

£ Finally, Sikeston emphasizes that granting the relief it requests will not

• harm UP. UP can solve its traffic congestion problems on the Rockview-Dexter Line in a

simple manner: double-tracking this line. There are no physical or practical impediments

to UP's pursuit of this alternative and this alternative will produce a far safer, and more

P operationally efficient, routing for UP.

1; . • BACKGROUND

I A. UP's Petition

•» On March 11, 2005, UP filed its Petition asking the Board to exempt from

the prior approval requirements of 49 U.S.C. §§ 11323, et seq. UP's proposed acquisition

™ and operation of BNSF's Rockview-Sikeston Line. UP's Petition made eight principal

• assertions.

I
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I
J" First, UP opined that it was experiencing congestion on its Rockview-

• Dexter Line. According to UP, the Rockview-Dexter Line is a single-track main line in

• UP's St.-Louis-Houston corridor on which UP was (as of March 2005) ''dispatching]

approximately 20-21 northbound trains and 20-21 southbound trains per day." Petition at

I ,
• Second, to alleviate congestion on the Rockview-Dexter Line, UP proposed

• to acquire BNSF's Rockview-Sikeston Line. UP represented that once UP acquired the

Rockview-Sikeston Line, UP planned on instituting a directional running operation

whereby it would "shift approximately 10-11 southbound trains per day" from its

• Rockview-Dexter Line to a Rockview-Dexter-Sikeston routing. Id. UP further asserted

• that the combination of its proposed acquisition of the Rockview-Sikeston Line, and its

proposed directional running over the Rockview-Dexter-Sikeston routing, would reduce

congestion on the Rockview-Dexter Line and "increase efficiency" in its system

I operations. Id. at 5-6,-*• """ ""

t Third, UP asserted that the Rockview-Sikeston Line was carrying, on

average, one UP train per day (under trackage rights) and 4 to 6 BNSF trains per day. Id.

at 16. UP also asserted that the Sikeston-Dexter Line was handling, on average, one UP

|f train per week. Id, UP projected that the daily train counts on the Rockview-Sikeston

• Line would increase to 10-11 UP trains per day if the Board approved UP's Petition while

the BNSF train counts would remain unchanged. Id. UP also projected mat daily train

i
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I
'"•' counts on the Sikeston-Dexter Line would increase by 10-1 1 trains per day. Id.

I Fourth, UP asserted that it had considered an alternative option to solve its

mj congestion problems on the Rockview-Dexter Line. That alternative was to double-track

the Rockview-Dexter Line. However, UP represented that its proposed Rockview-

™ Sikeston-Dexter routing could be accomplished "at a lower cost than double tracking

• UPRR's existing Rockview-Dexter Line." Jd, at 6.

I Fifth, UP asserted that its proposed acquisition of the Rockview-Sikeston~~
Line was part of a track swap with BNSF that included BNSF's acquisition of UP track in

• Colorado. I d a t 3 n . l .

• Sixth, UP claimed that the Board should approve its exemption petition

B because the exemption furthered the national rail transportation policy, was limited in

scope, and did not adversely impact rail shippers. Id. at 6-9.

Seventh, UP stated that it had triggered the Board's environmental review

I procedure by agreeing to the "appointment ... of a third-party contractor to work with

I [the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis] to undertake all appropriate

environmental reviews." Id. at 10.

Eighth. UP stated that perfection of its Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing

|f would require the construction of track connections at Rockview, Sikeston and Dexter.

• Id. at 5, 1 8. UP did not seek any STB approvals for these construction activities in its

Petition.

I

I
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I
• B. The Board's June 8. 2005 Order

• On June 8, 2005 the Board served an order in this proceeding ("June 8.

• 2005 Order'). In that Order, the Board stated it was "'instituting a proceeding under 49

U.S.C. 10502(b)." Id. at 1. The Board also concluded that "because of the increases in

• the number of trains along the Rockview-Sikeston Line, environmental review is required

I under 49 C.F.R. 1105.6(b)(4)." 14 Finally, the Board stated that it would "issue a

•| decision on UP's Petition following completion of the necessary environmental review."

Id

C. Subsequent Developments

p A number of developments have occurred, or been discovered, after UP

• filed its Petition.

1. Projected Train Increases

In its Petition, UP represented it was running one train per day, on average,

g over the Rockview-Sikeston Line and one train per week, on average, over the Sikeston-

• Dexter Line. UP further represented that if the STB approved its Petition, the UP train

counts on both lines would increase by approximately 10 trains per day.

••• Following the filing of its Petition, UP representatives participated in a

|| public hearing in Sikeston on December 5, 2005. See Marshall V.S. at 9-10. At that

• hearing UP's representative stated the UP daily train count could increase to 20 or more

_, trains per day. Id. This admission by UP is critical. Neither the Board, nor concerned

I

I

I
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I
™ parties like Sikeston, can properly evaluate UP's Petition in the absence of truthful, good

• faith estimates from UP concerning UP's projected post-acquisition train counts.

• 2. MoDOT Studies

The Missouri Department of Transportation ("MoDOT") has conducted

™ field studies of UP's proposed Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing. See Reistrup V.S. at

• 10. MoDOT has also studied the alternative to UP's proposed routing - double-tracking

m the Dexter-Rockview Line. Id.

(a) Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter Routing

™ MoDOT's studies found that UP's proposed Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter

g routing will have significant adverse safety impacts "resulting] from the increased train

M traffic includfing] commerce delay, delaying emergency vehicles, and traffic back-up and

delay." Letter from Mark Shelton, District Engineer, Missouri Department of

Transportation, Southeast District, to the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (March 8, 2006) at 1 .

|, MoDOT also concluded that the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter lines will require grade

• crossing improvements at 47 road crossings. MoDOT has preliminarily estimated the

cost of necessary safety improvements at 25 of these crossings as "in excess of $24

million." Id at 2. 1

|| MoDOT also reports mat MoDOT and UP have significant disagreements

B over the need for grade separated crossings on the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route. Id.

9 ' These estimates do not include any "quiet zone" costs.

I
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"• at 1-2. Of the $24 million MoDOT estimates for studied safety improvements on this

• route, $21.4 million (88%) is for three grade-separated crossings MoDOT has concluded

m are necessary for safety reasons, UP has rejected MoDOT's recommendations. At two of

the involved highway/railroad intersections (Route A at Chaffee and Route T in

Im Sikeston), UP wants to have at-grade crossings despite MoDOl 's views that grade-

• separation crossings are needed. Id.

m The third location is the Route 60/railroad intersection on UP's Sikeston-

Dexter Line. Route 60, as MoDOT recognizes, is a "high volume-high speed" divided

^ four-lane highway. 1(1 at 1. MoDOT reports that UP has refused to agree to a funding

| plan for the grade separation and instead proposes to continue to have an at-grade

• crossing until such time as a grade-separated crossing is constructed. MoDOT has

rejected UP's proposal on safety grounds. Id.

(b) Rockview-Dexter Routing

jj MoDOT also studied the Rockview-Dexter Line. Letter from Mark

• Shelton, District Engineer, Missouri Department of Transportation, Southeast District, to

the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (March 8, 2006). MoDOT reports that, if this line was

double-tracked, the cost of safety related upgrades at rail/highway crossings would

f| approximate $8.5 million -- i.e., about one-third of the cost of safety upgrades MoDOT

fl has quantified to date for the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing.

I
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I
• 3. Land Purchases

• The Rockview-Dexter Line runs through several counties in Missouri,

m including Cape Girardeau, Scott, and Stoddard Counties. Sikeston has learned that, in

Stoddard County alone. UP has purchased a total of 33 parcels of land along the

I™ Rockview-Dexter Line. These parcels total approximately 6.6 miles in total length,

• covering some 37.5 total acres of land. This land appears to have been obtained to

f accommodate double-tracking of this line segment. See Marshall V.S. at 22.~
4. Environmental Review

Iw UP represented in its Petition that it had invoked the Board's third party

• contractor process and had agreed to the appointment of a third party contractor.

• However, following the filing of its Petition, UP, in fact, did not advance the third party

contractor process for over 16 months. On August 3, 2006, UP's counsel belatedly wrote

I
a letter to the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis asking for formal approval ot

]} an independent third-party consultant to work with the Board to prepare necessary

• environmental documentation associated with the Board's environmental review of the

transaction. STB staff report that the Board has now entered into a memorandum of

understanding with the third-party contractor as proposed by UP.

• 5. The City's Investigation

•j In light of UP's failure to advance the environmental review process in a

timely manner, the City asked Paul R. Reistrup, a leading railroad engineering/operating

I

I

I
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I
Jp expert, and Stephen G. Thornhill, a leading railroad environmental expert, to conduct an

• initial engineering/operating/environmental review of UP's plans. The results are set

jm forth in their appended verified statements. Among their findings are:

• Safety. Mr. Reistrup and Mr. Thornhill found that UP's plan would

" cause significant safety problems for residents located along the Rockview-Sikeston-

• Dexter route. These safety problems included problems associated with increasing rail

m traffic in highly populated residential communities; problems associated with at-grade

highway/rail crossings; and problems associated with the absence of grade-separated

• crossings on this route. Reistrup V.S. at 6, 11; Thornhill V.S. at 2 and Exhibit SGT-2.

I * Noise. Mr. Thornhill conducted a preliminary noise analysis. Thati

• analysis found that UP's plan will expose thousands of noise-sensitive receptors to

significant increases in both wayside noise and horn noise. Thornhill V.S. at Exhibit

• SGT-2 pp. 5-6.

Jj • Viable Alternatives. Mr. Reistrup found that double-tracking UP's

• Sikeston-Dexter Line was a viable (and cost-effective) alternative from an engineering

and operating perspective. Reistrup V.S. at 5-10. Mr. Thornhill concludes that, from an

environmental and safety perspective, double-tracking the Sikeston-Dexter Line is far

£ preferable to UP's proposed Rockview-Dexter-Sikeston routing. Thornhill V.S. at 2 and

• Exhibit SGT-2, pp. 7-8.

I
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I
^ • Undisclosed UP/BNSF Construction Activities. Though not

• disclosed in the Petition, Mr. Reistrup and Mr. Thornhill discovered in their field review

M that both UP and BNSF have already begun substantial, undisclosed track construction

actions based upon the apparent assumption the STB will rubber-stamp UP's Petition.

• See Reistrup V.S. at 5; Thornhill V.S. at Exhibit SGT-2, p. 3.

• Specifically, on the Sikeston-Dexter Line, UP has begun substantial track

ft rebuilding work including upgrading and rehabilitating bridges, replacing ties, installing

new heavier rail and improving grade crossing surfaces. UP, with BNSF's cooperation,

has also begun the construction of a new track connection between UP's line and BNSF's

P line at Rockview. See Reistrup V.S. at 5.

1 ARGUMENT

• Sikeston asks the Board to dismiss UP's Petition. Alternatively, if the

• Board does not dismiss the Petition, Sikeston requests that the Board prepare an EIS

before issuing a final decision on the Petition.

I
I HP'S EXEMPTION PETITION MUST BE DISMISSED

I UP's Exemption Petition must be dismissed because it is stale; it omits any1

new developments; and it raises issues of national transportation importance.

I

I
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I
• A. HP's Petition is Stale

• UP's Petition asks the Board to exercise its authority under 49 U.S.C.

M § 10502(a) to exempt UP's acquisition of the BNSF line from the prior approval

requirements of 49 U.S.C, §§11323, et seq. Under 49 U.S.C. §10502(b), the Board has

• ninety days from the date a petition is filed "to determine whether to begin an appropriate

• proceeding." Id. If a proceeding is instituted, the proceeding "shall be completed within

1 9 months after it is begun.'" Id.~

UP filed its Petition with the Board on March 11, 2005. The Board

• subsequently issued its June 8. 2005 Order "instituting a proceeding under 49 U.S.C.

| 10502(b)." 14 at 1. Under 49 U.S.C, § 10502(b), the Board was required to complete the

• proceeding by March 9, 2006 - i.e., 9 months after the proceeding was instituted. Since

the statutory deadline for completing the proceeding has passed, the Board should dismiss

™ UP's Petition.

Jj Moreover, this is not a case where the petitioner has endeavored to advance

• its petition in a timely manner. The Board's June 8, 2005 Order directed UP to comply

with the Board's environmental review requirements. These requirements were triggered

because of the Board's concerns about increased rail traffic on the Rockview-Sikeston-

§} Dexter routing.

• The Board's environmental rales provide a detailed set of procedures UP is

required to follow. A first step in this procedure is typically the retention of a third party

I

I
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I
-•' contractor and the execution of a memorandum of understanding. UP waited for over 16

• months before completing this first step. UP's failure to timely advance its Petition

m provides additional grounds to dismiss the Petition.

2. UP's Petition is Fatally Defective

• The STB must dismiss an exemption petition where the petition contains

• false or misleading information2 or where the scope of the involved action "differs

m substantially" from the one presented in the Petition.3

UP's Petition clearly contains false or misleading information. The key

issue in this transaction involves the impact of UP's directional-running plan on Sikeston

• and its residents, which in turn involves the additional number of trains UP plans to

• reroute through Sikeston. UP's Petition cites "10-1 1" per day train increases. However,

UP's representative subsequently informed City officials the number may be over 20

trains per day. See Marshall V.S. at 9-10. UP's conflicting representations concerning

H the train count is enough in and of itself for the Board. to dismiss UP's Petition.

• Moreover, UP (with BNSF's cooperation) has also been engaged in a

stealth campaign to reconstruct the Sikeston-Dexter Line and build a new track

• 2 See Chicago, Lake Shore and South Bend Ry. Co. - Acquisition and Operation
Exemption - Norfolk Southern Ry. Co.. STB Docket No. 34893 (STB served July 6,

• 2006) at I.

3 See New England Transrail, LLC. d/b/a Wilmington and Woburn Terminal R.R.

I Co. - Construction. Acquisition and Operation Exemption - in Wilmington and Woburn.,
MA. STB Finance Docket No. 3439 1 (STB served May 3, 2005) at 1 .

I
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• connection at Rockview. See Marshall V.S. at 22 n.l; Reistrup V.S. at 5. These actions

• were not disclosed in the Petition, and UP would not be undertaking these actions unless

•j it believed the STB would rubber-stamp its Petition.. The purpose of the Board's review

of the Petition is to determine whether granting that Petition is in the public interest.

™ However, UP has arrogantly determined that it not the Board - should make this

• determination.

flj UP's Petition also fails to provide full disclosure concerning the viability of

double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line. UP summarily discounts the alternative as

not cost-effective. However, as Mr. Reistrup demonstrates in his verified statement, that

p is not the case. Id. at 6-10. UP also fails to disclose that UP has acquired substantial

• acreage adjacent to the right-of-way - evidently for purposes of double-tracking the line.

See Marshall V.S. at 22: Reistrup V.S. at 5.

3. An Exemption Proceeding
m is Inappropriate Here

UP filed its exemption petition under 49 U.S.C. §11502. This provision

P provides that the Board can exempt a transaction from full regulation when full regulation

• is not necessary to carry out the national transportation policy and the transaction is either

m in limited scope or one that will not competitively injure rail shippers.

UP argues that an exemption is appropriate because it will make UP's

' operations more efficient and because it will not harm shippers. However, UP's

• assertions ignore the national transportation policies calling upon the Board to protect the

I
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broader public interest.4 UP's Petition raises a unique, but fundamentally important, issue

• of national importance: can a major railroad try to solve "congestion" problems by

<• ignoring an environmentally benign solution double-tracking - and instead unilaterally

decide to reroute mainline rail operations through densely populated residential

• neighborhoods? The result, under UP's calculus, is to impose huge new economic and

• social costs, and risks, on communities like Sikeston that are forced to bear these costs,

•j . and threaten the well-being and livelihood of the community.

The national rail transportation policy calls for the Board to issue "fair"

• regulatory decisions that balance the interests of shippers, carriers, and the general public

P and specifically calls upon our nation's rail earners "to operate transportation facilities

• and equipment without detriment to public health and safety." 49 U.S.C. §10101(2) and

(8).5 The Board, and the public it is charged with protecting, will best be served if the

Board dismisses UP's Petition and directs UP to file an appropriate line acquisition

I application under 49 U.S.C, § 11323 et seq.

I

• 4 See s&i, 49 U.S.C. §10101(4) (STB "to ensure the development and
_ continuation of a sound rail transportation system ... to meet the needs of the public");
• The Indiana & Ohio Ry. Co. - Construction and Operation - Butler. Warren, and

Hamilton Counties. OH, 9 I.C.C. 2d 783 (1993) (national rail transportation policy is "a
m statement of the public interest").

5 See The Indiana & Ohio Ry. Co. - Construction and Operation Butler, Warren,

•

and Hamilton Counties, OH, 9 I.C.C. 2d at 790 (rejecting rail construction application
because of adverse public safety impacts).

I

I



I

I
I

IF THE BOARD DOES NOT
• DISMISS HP'S PETITION IT SHOULD

DIRECT THAT AN E1S BE PREPARED

| Under the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"),6 the STB is

• required to prepare an EIS in connection with proposed actions that are environmentally

— significant. As recently summarized by the Eighth Circuit:

The NEPA mandates that a federal agency "take
a 'hard look' at the environmental
consequences" of a major federal action before
taking that action. Baltimore Gas & Elec. Co. v.

• Natural Res. Def. Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87,
• 97, 103 S.Ct. 2246, 76 L.Ed.2d 437 (1983)

•

(quoted case omitted). To comport with this
standard, an agency must prepare a "detailed
statement" (generally, an EIS), 42 U.S.C.

I §4332(2)(C), "from which a court can
determine whether the agency has made a good
faith effort to consider the values NEPA seeks

• to protect." Minnesota Pub. Interest Research
• Group v. Butz, 541 F.2d 1292, 1299 (8th Cir.
_ 1976), cert, denied, 430 U.S. 922 (1977).

Mid States Coalition for Progress v. STB. 345 F.3d 520, 533-34 (8lh Cir. 2003).

• The STB's June 8. 2005 Order initially classified UP's Petition for

• consideration for a lesser form of environmental review - an EA.7 However, the Board's

• environmental regulations expressly provide that an action initially classified for EA

• . 6 42 U.S.C. §432 let seq.

7 Id. at 1. The Board's June 8 2005 Order calls for environmental review of UP's

I Petition under 49 C.F.R. §1105.6(b)(4). This provision calls for the preparation of EAs
on specified actions.

I
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review must be reclassified to full E1S review "where the probability of significant

impacts from a particular proposal is high enough to warrant an EIS." 49 C.F.R.

§1105.6(d). In determining whether impacts are significant, the Board considers, inter

alia, the nature of the involved impacts,8 whether these impacts are controversial,9

whether these is a need for in-depth study of alternatives to the proposed action,10 and

s See generally 40 C.F.R. § 1508.27. Impacts to be considered include the direct
and indirect environmental impacts caused by the proposed action - i.e., those impacts
associated with UP's petition asking the STB to exempt UP's acquisition of BNSF's
Rockview-Sikeston Line from otherwise applicable prior approval requirements. See 40
C.F.R. § 1508.8. The STB is also required to study cumulative environmental impacts (40
C.F.R. §§1508.7, 15()8.27(b)(7) and the environmental impacts caused by closely related
actions (40 C.F.R. §1508.25(a)(l)). The related actions, and cumulative impacts, the STB
must review here include UP's construction activities to perfect a Rockview-Sikeston-
Dexter routing and its proposed operations over the Sikeston-Dexter Line. The only
reason these activities, and operations, are being pursued is to facilitate UP's proposed
operations between Rockview and Dexter. See Southwest Gulf R.R. Co. - Construction
and Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX, STB Finance Docket No. 34284 (STB
served Nov. 5, 2004) Draft EIS at 1-17 to 1-18 (STB's EIS includes review of
environmental impacts of related track construction and operations proximately caused by
a proposed action).

9 See 40 C.F.R. §1508.27(b)(4); Southwest Gulf R.R. Co. Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX, STB Finance Docket No. 34284 (STB
served Jan. 28, 2004) at 3 (reel ass i lying a proposed action from an EA to an EIS review
due to the "highly controversial" nature of the project); Holrail LLC -Construction and
Operation Exemption - in Orangeburg and Dorchester Counties, South Carolina. STB
Docket No. 34421 (STB served July 29, 2005) at 1-2 (ordering the preparation of an EIS,
rather than an EA, because of the "controversial" nature of the proposed action).

10 See 42 U.S.C. §4332(2)(E) (requiring agency NEPA review to "study [and]
develop . . . appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of action"), 40 C.F.R.
§1528.25(b).
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I
•• whether the proposed action is precedent-setting."

• The Board must reclassify its environmental review of UP's Petition from

• an EA to an EIS because (1) UP's Petition will have significant adverse environmental

impacts on Sikeston and surrounding communities; (2) the impacts are controversial; (3)

™ superior alternatives to UP's proposed action exist; and (4) the Petition is precedent-

| setting.

•

A. UP's Petition Will Have Significant
Adverse Environmental Impacts on
Sikeston and Surrounding Communities

~ The Rockview-Sikeston Line and the Sikeston-Dexter Lines cut right

jj through the middle of Sikeston. See Marshall V.S. at 8 and Exhibit 1 . These rail lines

• traverse densely populated residential neighborhoods, active commercial centers, and

schools. Many residences, businesses, schools, elderly care centers, day care centers,

commercial properties, and parks are located in close proximity to these lines. Id. at 1 1 -

I
• At this point, it is clear to the City that UP plans to dramatically increase the

number of trains running through Sikeston every day. What is not clear is the exact level

of the projected train increase. As discussed above, UP's Petition (filed over 16 months

| ago) references daily train increases of 10 to 11 trains per day. However, as also

• discussed above, UP representatives have told the City the increase could be substantially

" See40C,F.R. §1528.27(b)(6).

I
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I
™ greater - in the neighborhood of 20 or more trains per day. Increases of 10 to 20 trains

• per day will cause substantial harm to Sikeston and surrounding communities. An

• increase of 10 trains per day produces an annual increase of 3,650 trains. An increase of

20 trains per day produces an annual increase of 7,500 trains. This increase will cause

™ many sever adverse public impacts, including the following:

| 1. The Risk of Catastrophic Accidents
Significantly Increases

• • Neighborhood Risk. As the Board is aware, substantial increases in

• rail traffic through densely populated residential neighborhoods substantially increase the

M risk of catastrophic accidents. This risk arises regardless of the level of safety mitigation.

For example, the Board predecessor, the ICC, rejected a proposal to construct a short new

• line segment through densely populated residential neighborhoods.12 The ICC noted there

• that the proposed line "would pass within 1,000 feet of 470 single family homes and 220

I mobile homes housing 2,900 people." Id., 9 I.C.C. 2cl at 789.

Here, Sikeston's initial estimates are that the involved lines pass within

™ 1,000 feet of over 1,100 residences, housing over 3,800 people. See Marshall V.S. at 11.

• The impacts of the UP's petition would be particularly acute for the residents of the

•j Sikeston neighborhoods of Greenbrier, Clearview, and Sunset. Many homes in these

neighborhoods directly abut the involved rail lines, all of which are unfenced. Id. at 11-

I 12 The Indiana & Ohio Ry. Co. Construction and Operation Butler, Warren,
and Hamilton Counties. OH. 9 I.C.C. 2d 783 (1993).
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• 13,17- 1 8. The residential neighborhoods consist of young children that will play, and

• cross, the railroad line throughout the day and evening. This risk of accidental,

• catastrophic injury, or death, rises with each additional train movement through Sikeston.

Similarly, a large school, large elder care facilities, and an actively used

• community park in Sikeston are located immediately adjacent to the involved rail lines.

I These facilities include the Sikeston Middle School (612 students and staff); the YMCA

• Day Care (44 children and staff:); Rainbow Day Care (65 children and staff); Solace

Learning Care Center (27 children and staff); and Toyland Day and Night Care (20

children a shift and 6 total staff); the Clearview Nursing Center (138 residents and staff);

| and Hunter Acres Caring Center (1 50 residents and staff). Id. at 1 1-13, 1 5-16. UP:s plan

• would put citizens, including substantial numbers of children and seniors, in direct,

frequent, and dangerous contact with UP's planned freight train operations.

• Grade-Crossing Risks ....... Sikeston. Crossing-related accidents are a national

I concern. Reducing crossing-related accidents is a national priority. See Regulations on

• Safety Integration Plans. STB Ex Parte No. 574 (STB served March 8, 2002) ("statistics

show that the vast majority of fatalities and injures during railroad operations occur at

grade crossings due to collisions or trespass incidents"). The risk of accidents at the

I crossings is directly correlated to the number of trains and cars traversing the crossings.

I UP's plan will substantially increase highway/rail accident risks because

_ more trains will cross, at-grade, densely populated residential streets and major city

I

I
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• arteries. See Marshall V.S. at 13-14. For example, on the Rockview-Sikeston Line, five

• critical streets in Sikeston - collectively serving well over 10,000 average daily vehicles

•

cross this Line at-grade. Id.~
Grade Crossing Risk Highway 60. The Sikeston-Dexter Line

™ crosses U.S. Highway 60 at-grade. At present, UP reports one train per week crosses this

• highway. It appears that UP plans to continue to operate over this crossing at grade -

• even though train flows will increase from one train per week to 10 to 20 trains per day -

until a grade separation is built at this location. This plan is a disaster from a public

• safety perspective.

| U.S. Highway 60 is a four-lane, divided highway that serves as a major

• route into and beyond Sikeston, carrying major interstate traffic from Interstate 57 (which

connects with Highway 60 near Sikeston). See Marshall V.S. at 13, 21. The posted speed

limit on Highway 60 is 65 miles per hour. Approximately 12,500 vehicles traverse the

| current rail/highway at-grade crossing on a daily basis. Id. at 13. UP's plan would

• essentially require all highway traffic at this at-grade crossing to come to a complete stop

(in both directions) 10 to 20 times per day (or more), every day, until a bridge is built

separating the highway from the railroad. This amounts to stopping traffic between 3,650

I to 7,400 times per year on this busy highway.

• The current Highway 60 at-grade crossing is dangerous - even though only

one train per week crosses the highway. Sight lines are bad at the crossing and it is

I

I
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• difficult for motorists to see approaching trains or take adequate precautions when the

• gates go down at the crossing. See Thornhill V.S. at Exhibit SGT-2, pp. 4-5. Increasing

• the train count from one train per week to 10 to 20+ per day will make this grade crossing

one of the most dangerous crossings in America. See Marshall V.S. at 13.

™ • Hazardous Material Accident Risks. UP is a major transporter of

I hazardous material. UP directly moves only one train per week - a coal train - on the

• Rockview-Sikeston Line. It appears likely that UP's proposed expanded operations on

this line will involve the transportation of hazardous materials.

• As the Board is aware, the issue of transportation of hazardous materials

p traffic through cities and towns is a highly contentious matter.13 Currently, these

• materials are moved on the UP's Rockview-Dexter Line - a line that traverses sparsely

populated rural areas. Rerouting this traffic through more populated areas is a matter of

enormous concern to the residents of Sikeston.

| The kinds of serious local environmental risks associated with volume

• freight traffic movements of hazardous materials, and carrier indifference to local

community concerns, are graphically displayed in a California state court decision issued

earlier this month in People v. Union Pac. R.R. Co.. No. C048336, 2006 WL 2 1 3768 1

| (Cal. App. 3 Dist, Aug. 2, 2006) ("People v. UP"). People v. UP involves civil actions

I
13 See e.g.. CSX Transportation. Inc. - Petition for Declaratory Order, STB

Finance Docket No. 34662 (STB served March 14, 2005).
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« brought by five California counties against UP for its actions and inactions involving the

• massive spillage of calcium oxide (lime), a caustic and potentially dangerous substance,

m through several communities, on two different occasions in 2001 and 2002. In each case,

the court reported that UP refused to engage in timely reporting or reasonable corrective

™ or clean-up actions.

I The first incident involved the spillage of calcium oxide for a lengthy

• period of time over at least a 175-miles. See id, 2006 WL 2137681 at * 1. The incident

caused local communities to close roadways and evacuate facilities in near proximity to

• the line. Id. The UP's response to this incident as described in People v. UP was as

I follows:

•

Union Pacific delayed nearly four hours after
learning of the spill before contacting the Office
of Emergency Services. Union Pacific did not

I otherwise notify appropriate agencies of the
spill. Although it was aware the spill extended

I
as far south as Madera County, Union Pacific
did not inform Madera County officials.
Moreover, Union Pacific did not remove or

•
otherwise dispose of the spilled lime, and it did
not identify the railcar that spilled the lime.

| 14

• The second incident addressed in People v. UP involved a similar massive

spillage of calcium oxide by UP less than two months later over the same lines. Id. at 2.

™ In the second incident, the court observed that local citizens reported the spillage; the

• involved UP train operators noticed the problem; the operators notified UP's central

I
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«• dispatch about the situation several times; and the operators stopped the train on two

• occasions to possibly address the situation. Id. However, UP dispatching officials

m ordered the train to continue without any repair of the involved cars or any cleanup

activities, and UP again refused to timely notify the involved communities of the incident.

Id. When UP finally got around to notifying the incident to the communities hours later,

• it incorrectly reported that a less caustic substance had been spilled, and it refused to

• conduct any clean-up. Id. The train spillage continued over 85 miles, with a total of

approximately 15 tons of lime spilled. Id.

|m ' The court in People v. UP described UP's actions in connection with this

• second incident as follows:

I
of the spill. When it did make notification, it

• told the Madera Environmental Health
Department that the substance was limestone,

I
which is much less caustic than lime. Union
Pacific has refused to conduct any clean up of
the spilled lime.

• Lime is a potentially dangerous substance.
Exposure to lime can result in irritation to the

• eyes, skin, and upper respiratory tract,
ulceration or perforation of the nasal septum,

I pneumonia, and dermatitis. When lime is mixed
with water, it can generate significant heat that
may be sufficient to ignite combustible

I materials. Powdered lime mixed with water can

I

I

Union Pacific did not make any notification of
the spill until many hours after it became aware

react with explosive violence.

Id, 2006 WL 2 137681 at *2.



I
• Also, People v. UP is not a case of an isolated carrier safety lapse where the

• earner has taken responsible actions to address the situation, and to taken actions to

M ensure that future lapses are prevented. To the contrary, UP argued in People v. UP that

local personnel have no authority to require UP to avoid dumping or cleaning-up the

• involved caustic and dangerous materials, and no authority to require UP to notify local

I officials of such spills in a timely manner. Id. at *5, *6-*20. Any such requirements or

• obligations, argues UP, are completely preempted under federal law. Id.

At a very minimum, the factual circumstances presented in People v. UP

• raise serious concerns about UP's intentions with regard to the safety of its planned

• chemical and hazardous material movements through Sikeston. The incidents also vividly

• reveal why the citizens of Sikeston and surrounding communities have substantial

justification to be concerned about UP's planned operations, and why the Board must take

all appropriate actions to minimize public exposure to unsafe hazardous materials

I transportation.

• 2. Emergency Vehicles Will Face Life Threatening Delays.

UP's plan calls for no grade separated crossings in or near Sikeston. Trains

will block Sikeston city streets and there will be no way for emergency vehicles

| (including ambulances and police cars) to cross the tracks. See Marshall V.S. at 13-14.

• For example, when a train is on the Rockview-Sikeston Line, emergency

vehicles and first responders will not be able to make cross-town movements. This is

I

I
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• very significant because the only hospital in town is located on the east side of the tracks,

• as are most of the emergency response stations, whereas many residences are on the west

• side of the tracks. Id. at 1.3-15. These delays become particularly acute if, for railroad

operating reasons, trains must be stopped in Sikeston.

• 3. Sikeston and Surrounding Communities Will Experience
m Substantial.New Noise and Vibration Pollution

UP's plan will cause substantial adverse noise pollution in Sikeston. This

• pollution takes the form of wayside noise caused by train operations and train horn noise.

• Sikeston has undertaken preliminary estimates of noise pollution impacts. These

_ estimates are predicated on a noise contour where train and whistle noise equal or exceed

65 decibels. Sikeston's preliminary studies have found that UP's proposed Rockview-

• Sikeston-Dexter routing will generate substantial noise impacts in this 65 decibel contour

• for over 1,000 noise sensitive receptors not currently experiencing high levels of rail

M traffic. These noise sensitive receptors include residences, schools, churches and nursing

homes located in close proximity to the involved lines in Sikeston. See Thornhill V.S. at

• Exhibit SGT-2, pp. 5-6.

I Additional trains will also produce significant vibration impacts. As

• described above, approximately 1,100 residences, housing over 3,800 people, and other

structures, are located within 1,000-feet of the involved rail lines. See Marshall V.S. at

• 11. Schools, elder care facilities, and parks in Sikeston are located immediately adjacent

• to the lines, exposing citizens, including substantial amounts of children and the elderly,

• -29-
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™ to substantial new adverse vibration impacts. Id. at 11-19.

I 4. Traffic Back-Ups Will Occur All Through Town

• The traffic-delay impacts from UP's's proposed operations in Sikeston

would be enormous, affecting commuters; school buses; business tracking; service

™ vehicles; emergency service providers; local traffic; visitor traffic; etc. Id. at 13-18.

• Sikeston citizens and visitors would experience countless hours of additional traffic

• delays waiting for trains to pass at-grade highway/rail crossings - resulting in significant

new economic, environmental (including increased air emissions), and quality of life

costs. Id.

jj Similarly, UP's plan would raise substantial havoc on the movement of

• traffic on a major divided four-lane highway, Highway 60, with traffic coming to a

complete stop (in both directions) 10 to 20 times per day (or more), every day, amounting

to stopping traffic between 3,650 to 7,400 times per year on a highway involving 12,500

| daily vehicles. Id. at 13.

• UP's plan would also seriously impact local businesses' ability to conduct

business due to traffic interruptions caused by UP's expansive operations over local at-

grade highway crossings. Id. This includes local industrial facilities that depend on the

| smooth and uninterrupted movement by truck of raw and finished materials and goods,

I and the ability of workers to be able to efficiently commute to and from work. Id. at 16-~~

I
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• 5. A Low Income Neighborhood Will Be Destroyed

• UP's plan calls for the construction of a new track connecting the

m Rockview-Sikeston Line to the. Sikeston-Dexter Line. This new track connection will

extend through a minority and low-income residential neighborhood: the Sunset

" . neighborhood. Id at 17. To perfect this connection, approximately 12 houses and lots

• must be condemned; a City street relocated; and a City-owned lift station moved. Id.

• A substantial number of the Sunset residents are low-income/minority-

black, and this neighborhood houses a major Sikeston public housing facility, and other

• low-income housing. Id. at 17-18. The practical effect of UP's connecting track

jj construction will be to destroy this neighborhood. The two converging lines involved in

• this proceeding effectively box-in this neighborhood from the rest of Sikeston. Id. As

such, traffic delays and safety concern impacts raised by UP's plan in other parts of the

City are heightened in this neighborhood.

| Additionally UP's Sikeston-Dexter Line cuts across the local park that

• serves this neighborhood, the Roberta Rowe/West-End Park, with no fence or buffer

between the line and the park. UP's plan would create significant and unacceptable

safety, noise, and vibration impacts and destroy the neighborhood's use and enjoyment of

| this important park, which is a central recreational venue and meeting point for the

• neighborhood. Id.

I
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B 6. Sikeston's New Commercial Park Will

Be Significantly and Adye rsely Impacted

The City has worked hard in recent years to expand commerce in Sikeston.

| A key element of its commercial development is an industrial park located adjacent to the

I Rockview-Sikeston Line in north Sikeston, the Sikeston Business, Education and

Technology Park. Id. at 4-5. This park houses several major Sikeston industries, many

of which also have significant numbers of inbound and outbound freight-truck deliveries.

• Id. at 16-17. Also, over 1 ,000 people commute to and from the park for work each day.

I ^

g UP's plan calls for no-grade separated access to the new industrial park.

The park is situated off of Salcedo Road, which is one of the busiest roads in Sikeston,

• with over 5,800 average daily vehicles. Id. at 13. The many trucks that serve industries

• in the park would be significantly adversely affected by delays associated with the

« increased vehicular blockages at this at-grade railroad crossing, as will workers

commuting to and from the park, and emergency response providers. Id. at 16-17.

• Because of these significant impacts, the employers in this park are seriously concerned

• about UP's plan. Sikeston's Director of Economic Development explains as follows:

I I am writing this letter on behalf of the plant
managers of the three industries in the Sikeston
Education, Business and Technology Park . . . .

I Their facilities are located on the West side of
the BNSF railroad. These industries employ
over 1000 people with a great majority

• traversing the railroad crossing on a daily basis

I

I
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™ to and from work. Their safety and welfare are

of great concern to these plant managers. Kelly
• Harms, plant manager for Unilever, is very

concerned because his employees have trouble

I now with the amount of railroad traffic. Any
increase of railroad traffic will only add to the
problem. CTS Trailers and Atlas Cold Storage

I run numerous 18 wheelers a day over the
• crossing on Highway ZZ.

| The increase of railroad traffic would have a
tremendous impact on the ability to respond to

I any emergency situation that might occur in the
Sikeston Industrial Park. We are also in the
process of building a 100m gallon Ethanol Plant

• on the west side of the Railroad that could be
affected by the increased traffic.

H On behalf of all the employees in the Sikeston
Industrial Park, we encourage your careful

• consideration of this very important issue.

Letter from Ed Dust, Director, Sikeston Department of Economic Development to

the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (July 28, 2006) at 1.

I 7. City Expansion Will Be
Significantly and Adversely Impacted

• The City of Sikeston is situated in a unique geographical area with

• substantial flood plains to the east and west. Marshall V.S, at 6. The City is located on a

• ridge between those flood plains. As a result of this geography, residential expansion in

recent years in Sikeston has been in a northerly direction along the Rockv.iew-Sikeston

• Line. This is the only direction that the City can practically grow and the City's long

• range plans call for the establishment of new residential neighborhoods and commercial

I :33-
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• development along the Rockview-Sikeston Line in North Sikeston. Id.

• UP's plan to substantially increase train traffic over the Rockview-Sikeston

• Line will cripple the City's ability to implement its current expansion plans. Few people

will want to build new homes in neighborhoods where freight trains constantly rumble

• past. IcL at 8-13, 18-19.

• 8. The Quality of Life for Sikeston
Residents Will Be Substantially Diminished

• For the reasons set forth above, UP's Petition, if approved by the Board,

• will substantially and adversely impact the quality of life for the citizens of Sikeston. Id.

« at 18-19. Sikeston residents, and their children, will be exposed to the substantial safety

risks inherent in forcing new mainline freight operations through densely populated

I residential neighborhoods. Emergency vehicles will have to sit while trains block the

I ability of first responders and police officers to respond to medical and police

M emergencies. The City will become much noisier as trains continually rumble through

town blowing their whistles day and night. Traffic will become congested as cars wait for

• long periods while trains pass. Substantial numbers of pedestrians (including children

• and the elderly) will be put at increased safety risk. Train vibration will significantly

m affect residential and businesses located adjacent to the rail line. The Highway 60/UP

grade crossing will become one of the most dangerous in America. All of these impacts

' will make Sikeston a less safe and less amenable place for its residents to go about their

I daily lives.

|
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• 9. HP's Plan Will also Harm the
_ Residents of Neighboring Communities

UP's proposed Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route also bisects or is directly

I adjacent.to other towns, on the Rockview-Sikeston Line. These communities will •

I experience adverse impacts similar to those residents of Sikeston will incur. Additional

_ specific concerns raised by citizens in these communities include the following:

• Rockview. UP's plan calls for the construction of new track

IQ. connection linking the Rockview-Sikeston Line with UP's main line in Rockview. with

•
substantial construction already completed. See Reistrup V.S. at 5. This construction

_ will significantly, and adversely, effect the residents with homes in the vicinity of the new

construction.

• * Chaffee. The Rock vie w-Dexter Line cuts right through the center of

• Chaffee, a town of 3,000 residents. Residents of Chaffee have expressed particular

H concern that without any grade-separated crossings, travel through this town will become

very difficult. Chaffee residents have been engaged in a petition drive gaining the

• signatures of over 750 residents opposing the UP's plan. The petition states as follows:

I We . .. petition the STB to reject Union
Pacific's exemption request for acquiring the

I BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and
Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to instead
recommend the alternative of UP double

• tracking its existing route between rockview,
• Mo. and Dexter, Mp. We also ask that an

Environmental Impact Statement be required,
I not simply an Environmental Assessment. If

I

I
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I UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic

and resulting increased blockages of our
I crossings would have a detrimental effect on

our safety and health, as it may result in
blockage of the crossing when emergency entryi or exit is needed.

I See Letters from Brenda Heeb to the Hon. Vernon A. Williams (dated July 28, 2006 and
• •

_ July 31, 2006). The City of Chaffee also recently passed a resolution opposing UP's plan.

B. The Significant Impacts are Highly Controversial

I The significant impacts associated with UP's proposals are also highly

I controversial. These controversies arise, inter alia, because the parameters of UP's plan. . *

— concerning the size, nature and effects of directional running remain opaque and, to the

extent known, are of great concern to Sikeston, to surrounding communities, and to their

• elected representatives. Moreover, there is no need for these impacts because a feasible,

I and cost-effective, alternative exists - double-tracking UP's Rockview-Dexter Line.

mm 1. Sikeston Opposes UP's Plan

The City of Sikeston, and large constituencies within Sikeston, oppose UP's

• plan. The resolutions and correspondence described below are included as exhibits to

I Sikeston Mayor Marshall's verified statement.

• (a) Sikeston City Council

On May 15, 2006, the Sikeston City Council passed a detailed resolution

™ opposing UP's Petition. The resolution stated in pertinent part:

I
|
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I
I
I
I
I

the City does hereby oppose UP's planned
acquisition and operation plan [because]... the
proposed transaction would cause significant,
harmful, and irreparable public safety, health,
noise, socio-economic, air quality and other
local impacts.

Id. at 5. The City's resolution also called upon the Board to "fully consider[]-the option

of double-tracking UP's existing rail lines." Id.

(b) Sikeston Local School Districts

The Sikeston R-6 School District serves approximately 3,800 students at ten

separate facilities located throughout the Sikeston communities. The School District

strongly opposes UP's plan because it will put the school children it serves at risk:

Union Pacific's proposal to take land and
increase train traffic, if approved, would have a
detrimental effect on the District. The Middle
School, an attendance center for grades six and
seven located at 510 Lindenwood, lies directly
in the path of the "re-routing" and would be
most adversely impacted. This plan would also
sever the major east-west arteries running
through Sikeston and the surrounding areas
causing a disruption in our services, seriously
hampering out ability to provide bus services to
students throughout the district. It would also
impede a parent's ability to transport a student
to school and would disrupt the work schedule
of our employees.

The proposal poses serious health and safety
problems to the citizens of Sikeston. It offers
no plan for uninterrupted basic emergency
services. A Union Pacific spokesman stated at a
public hearing on December 5, 2005, that the

-37-



I
™ proposal could not benefit the Sikeston

community in any way.

We strongly oppose Union Pacific's proposal to
• increase train traffic .. . '.

Letter from Stephen J. Borgsmiller, Superintendent, Sikeston R-6 Schools, to the Hon.

• Christopher S. Bond (Jan. 3, 2006) at 1.

• The Scott County School District serves a pre-K through 12 school student

m population of approximately 400. It opposes the UP's plan for similar reasons:

As superintendent of the Scott County Central School
• district, my concern is not only for myself but for the

students in this district. This proposal would have a

§ great impact in our ability to provide buss services to
our students and it would also affect parents who
transport their children to and from school as well as

•
the employees of our school system. With this in
mind, I don not see this proposal as having a positive
benefit to us.

Letter from Dr. Joel B. Holland, Superintendent, Scott County Central School District to

| the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (July 26, 2006) at 1.

• (c) Sikeston Medical/Elderly Care Providers

The City of Sikeston, and surrounding communities, are served by a single

hospital - the Missouri Delta Medical Center, and these facilities also provide substantial

| out-patient medical services. This center is located on the east side of the Rockview-

• Sikeston Line. The Medical Center opposes UP's plan because it raises serious health

_ risks. As stated by the Center's President:

I

I
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I would like to express the concerns of Missouri
Delta Medical Center on the Proposed increase
in train traffic through the City of Sikeston. All
of the healthcare resources in the City of
Sikeston are on the east side of the track.
During periods when the trains block the east-
west roads, the residents who live west of the
tracks have no health care readily available.
This is a serious situation.

When a health crisis occurs, the time required to
access care is critical. In the case of a heart
attack, stroke, or major trauma, four or five
minutes can mean the difference between life
and death. The wait required for a train to pass
can seriously impact care. It does not seem to
be reasonable to block, on a daily basis, a large
portion of the residents of Sikeston from
emergency health care services.

We feel that the additional train traffic will have
a very negative impact on the healthcare of the
residents of Sikeston. It is just a matter of time
until a critical situation arises as a result of this
new traffic.

Letter from Charles Ancell, President, Missouri Delta Medical Center, to Doug Fried,

Sikeston City Manager (Feb. 7, 2006) at 1.

Similar concerns have been raised by the Clearview Nursing Center, a

skilled nursing facility; Hunter Acres Caring Center, an elderly health care facility; and

Community Sheltered Workshop, Inc., a facility that employs developmentally disabled

individuals. These facilities are all located on the west side of the Rockview-Sikeston

Line.
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• ' (d) Sikeston Residents

I Sikeston residents oppose the UP plan. See Marshall V.S. at 18-19.

Petitions have been signed by over 2,250 residents opposing UP's plan because of the

™ significant, and irreparable, adverse impacts the plan will have on the City and its

Jj residents; because UP's plan fails to meet the needs or concerns of the community on a

• safety, environmental, socio-economic, or quality of life basis; and because a much more

reasonable and preferable alternative routing plan exists to handle UP's freight rail traffic

through the region. Id. at 18-22.

|B 2. Other Communities Oppose UP's Plan

•j (a) Scott County Commission

The Scott County Commission opposes UP's plan. This Commission is the

elected body that governs Scott County, Missouri. Scott County encompasses Sikeston

| and surrounding communities. The position of the Scott County Commission is set forth

• in correspondence dated January 21, 2005:

The proposed tracks will more than
• double train traffic at six state highway

crossing, eleven county road crossings, and will

I cross numerous city streets. This increased
volume and speed poses an unnecessary risk to
the motorists and pedestrian of our county who

I are unaccustomed to high volume train traffic.
™ Additionally, the increased traffic posses a risk
— to our residents by increasing response time of
I emergency services in the county. In validation

I

I
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of this concern, we offer the following example.
On Sunday June 5, 2005, a public safety officer
from the Sikeston Department of Public Safety
was dispatched to the west side of the city to
investigate an altercation. He was overwhelmed
by a mob of 890 people and was pelted with
rocks and bottles. After requesting backup, he
was informed that support would be delayed due
to train traffic which has isolated the west end
of the city. Train traffic is at an increased level
on that route as part of a temporary agreement.
When backup arrived, 60 officers were needed
to restore order. We feel the increased traffic
has and will endanger our citizens by
lengthening response time for emergency
workers. Vital routes will be more frequently
severed, isolating nursing homes and schools
from ambulance, law enforcement, and fire

1 services. .

Our opinion remains that the Union
Pacific track exchange will unnecessarily
endanger the citizens of Scott County by
moving traffic from routes designed and
accustomed to high volume train traffic to
routes unprepared and unacquainted with the
dangers of high volume and higher speed train
traffic.

Letter from Scott County Commission to Doug Friend, Sikeston City Manager (June 21,

2005) at 1.

The Scott County Commission followed-up that letter with a subsequent

letter on the impact of UP's plan on the county and the region, stating as follows:

Our primary concern is the safety of the
residents of Scott County and surrounding
areas. Although plan have indicated upgrades
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to several of the crossings affected, many city
and county roads will not receive additional
protection. Routes which currently see minimal
rail traffic would se traffic doubled initially with
the potential for future unbridled increases.
This increased volume and higher-speed rail
traffic poses an unnecessary risk to the
motorists and pedestrians of our county who are
unaccustomed to high volume train traffic along
these routes. As mentioned in previous
correspondence., an additional fear is that rail
traffic poses a risk to our residents by increasing
response time of emergency services in the
county. Union Pacific indicated plans to share
real-time information a bout blocked crossing
with the City of Sikeston's emergency dispatch
services. This may increase emergency
responder's ability to avoid blocked crossings,
however response time will be lengthened by
this attempt to avoid the blocked routes.
Furthermore, Union Pacific's willingness to
provide this data serves as evidence that they
believe the increase traffic will be detrimental to
public safety efforts....

Our opinion remains that the Union Pacific
track exchange will unnecessarily endanger the
citizens of Scott County and impose an
unnecessary expense to Missouri's taxpayers.
Union Pacific's initial concept of double
tracking the current route is the safer and
financially responsible option Any obligation
on Union Pacific's part to exchange track with
Burlington Northern should not overshadow the
safety of our citizens nor should the profitability
of Union Pacific be assured by Missourian's tax
dollars.
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Letter from Scott County Commission to Doug Friend, Sikeston City Manager (Apr. 26,

2006).

3. Political Leaders in Missouri Oppose HP's Plan•

(a) Senator Bond and Senator Talent

" On March 22, 2006, Missouri's two United State Senators, the Hon.

• Christopher S. Bond and the Hon. James M. Talent, asked UP to engage in a detailed

• environmental review of UP's plan and alternatives to the plan including specifically "the

possibility of building a new dual track between Dexter and Rockview." Id. at 1.

™ The Senators' letter asked UP to carefully consider this alternative because

• of safety problems associated with UP's proposals:

Numerous local officials and businesses
have contacted us over last several weeks to
express concern about the proposed exchange of

• tracks under consideration by the Surface
Transportation Board (STB) - Finance Docket

I
NO. 34672 - Union Pacific Railroad Company,
Acquisition and Operation, BNSF Railway
Company.

• We have enclosed several pieces of
correspondence we received on this matter and

• ask that they be taken into consideration during
Union Pacific's environmental review by the

I STB's Section of Environmental Analysis. By
no means are these officials opposed to UP
expanding or improving operations. Rather,

•
their concern is the impact that 17 to 19 trains
will have on schools, nursing homes, first
responders and general safety when traveling

• though populated areas at 45 miles per hour on
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a daily basis. These are legitimate reasons to
ask that alternatives be considered before
implementing a change which would impact the
daily lives of thousands of citizens.

Letter from the Hon. Christopher S. Bond and the Hon. James M. Talent to Mr. James R.

Young, UP Chief Executive Officer and President (March 22, 2006) at 1.

(b) Governor Blunt

Missouri Governor Matt Blunt is also very concerned about UP's plan. In a

letter to the STB, dated May 10, 2006, Governor Blunt explained his concerns that UP's

plan had significant "safety risk[s]" to Siketon residents:

Union Pacific's request to the Surface
Transportation Board (STB) under docket
#FC34672 has come to my attention. I have
several concerns relating to this request. In a
recent visit to Sikeston I toured the area of the
tracks that cross over Highway 60 and go
through the city of Sikeston. The residents of
Sikeston have every reason to be concerned
about the proposed influx of new train traffic
that would come through their community.
Significantly increased rail traffic traveling at
high rates of speed presents a safety risk to
motorists on Highway 60 and the City of
Sikeston. This increased rail traffic through
Sikeston, one of the population centers of
southeast Missouri, would separate healthcare
and first responders from a school, a nursing
home and other locations during the time the
trains were passing through the city.
I am also very concerned about the safety of
motorists on Highway 60 and the interruption to
traffic. Union Pacific's request would
significantly increase the rail traffic that crosses
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• Highway 60, which is the main east-west

highway in southern Missouri. Currently, there
• is not a grade separation to ease the danger to

motorists and obstruction to traffic that would

I exist if Union Pacific's request was approved.
The construction of a grade separation project
would take at least one and a half to two years.

" Letter from the Hon. Matt Blunt to the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (May 1 0, 2006) at 1 .

• Based upon these concerns, Governor Blunt asked the STB "to carefully

• consider the consequences of the Union Pacific's request and look again at the alternative

of expanding along the northern track between Rockview and Dexter." Id, at 1 . In this

regard, it bears emphasizing that, unlike the Sikeston-Dexter Line which is not grade-

I separated at Highway 60, the existing UP Rockview-Dexter Line is grade-separated

• where it crosses Highway 60.

(c) Congresswoman JoAnn Emerson

Congresswoman JoAnn Emerson represents Sikeston and surrounding

| communities in the United States House of Representatives. Congresswoman Emerson

• strongly opposes UP's plan because of the substantial negative effects the plan would

have on Sikeston and surrounding communities.

In a letter to the STB, Congresswoman Emerson observed that UP's

I proposal would "exponentially increase rail traffic" moving through Sikeston and other

H surrounding communities. Congresswomen Emerson pointed out the serious safety

m- concerns raised by UP's plan on Sikeston residents:

I
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Sikeston, Missouri is the largest city in
the impacted area with a population of
approximately 17,000. It is a regional center,
therefore, it accommodates many thousands of
people who do not reside within the city limits.
The proposal by Union Pacific would drastically
increase the amount of train traffic running
through the middle of Sikeston, separating a
large portion of Sikeston's population from
much needed emergency service. There are no
above-grade railroad crossings in Sikeston at
this time, so the possibility that fire tracks,
police vehicles, school buses and emergency
medical teams to get to residents who need their
sendees would be greatly hindered by Union
Pacific's proposal.

Letter from the Hon. Jo Ann Emerson to the Hon. W. Douglas Buttrey (Jan. 4, 2006) at 1-

2.

Congresswoman Emerson also emphasized the obvious safety problems

with UP's proposal to cross Highway 60 at grade:

Highway 60 is the main east-west artery
in Southern Missouri. The rail line in question
intersects four lanes of Highway 60 at State
Highway 114, Highway 60 carries a tremendous
amount of traffic, and has been my highest
transportation priority since first elected in
1996. Combining state and federal funds, the
Missouri Department of Transportation has
worked diligently to four-lane Highway 60.
The amount of traffic along this corridor has
steadily increased and is projected to increase
even more, which will bring much needed
economic development to the area. A drastic
increase in train traffic raises serious safety
concerns at this intersection and slows traffic on
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I• our major transportation artery. Furthermore,

the proposed action could deter economic
• growth along this corridor,

I Id at 1.

Congresswoman Emerson concludes for these and other reasons, that UP's

™ proposal should be rejected by the STB because UP's plan "will have a negative

• economic impact [on] any constituents and will make their everyday lives more difficult

m . and unsafe." Id. at 2.

C. UP Has a Far Superior Alternative -
I Double-Tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line

H UP does not have to pursue the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing to

achieve its stated objective - reducing congestion on the Rockview-Dexter Line. It has a

•• simple alternative: double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line.

• 1. Double-Tracking is Physically Feasible

I
It is clearly physically feasible for UP to double-track the Dexter-Rockview

Line. This line is approximately 40.5 miles long. See Reistrup V.S. at 3. Up to 15 miles

• of this line are already double-tracked or there are sidings that could easily be converted

• to double-track. ]d.at6. UP also has acquired 33 additional parcels of land along the

I right-of-way which can be used for double-tracking. See Marshall V.S. at 22: There are~~
no other physical impediments that would prevent double-tracking.

I

I

I
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I
• 2. Double-Tracking is Cost Justified

• UP asserts in its Petition that it rejected the double-tracking alternative on

jm cost grounds. UP presents no cost studies in support of its cursory cost conclusions.

In fact, UP's conclusions are suspect. The UP's Roekview-Dexter Line is

™ already a high volume line and can be easily double-tracked. See Reistrup V.S. at 9-10.

• Conversely, UP's proposed Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing requires the construction

• of three new track connections (at Rockview, Sikeston and Dexter); complete

rehabilitation of the Sikeston-Dexter Line; and some rehabilitation of the Rockview-

Sikeston Line. Use of the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route will also require substantially

P greater safety compliance costs (e.g.. grade- separated crossings, new signaled at-grade

• crossings, etc.), assuming that some level of safety mitigation can adequately protect

Sikeston residents (which it cannot). Id. at 7-1 1 .

I However, even if the cost for double-tracking is more than the cost of

| perfecting the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing, these costs do not make the project

• cost-prohibitive for UP. This is a project UP designed to benefit UP, not the residents of

Sikeston. As^a result, UP should bear the costs of the project, and UP should not be

permitted to reduce those costs by imposing huge new social, economic, and other costs

ij and risks on the residents of Sikeston and surrounding communities. See Marshall V.S. at

• 20-22. . :

I

•

I
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• 3. Double-Tracking is a Superior

Alternative for All Concerned

Double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line is clearly a superior alternative

I because it will cause no adverse impacts on Sikeston, it will not adversely impact

• residents along the Rockview-Dexter Line, and it will be operationally superior for UP.

* Impacts on Sikeston. Double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line

will remove all of the adverse impacts associated with UP's plan to force large numbers

• of trains through Sikeston and surrounding communities. See Marshall V.S. at 21-22;

• Thornhill V.S. at Exhibit SGT-2, p. 7.

« * Impacts Along the Rockview-Dexter Routing. The Rockview-

Dexter Line is located in a sparsely populated rural area. The line is currently used to

• move substantial numbers of trains on a daily basis. See Reistrup V.S. at 3-4. Double-

• tracking the line will have no adverse impacts on the safety of current operations. Id. at

. 5-6; 11. Similarly, double-tracking the Dexter-Rockview Line should cause no new noise

related impacts.

• • Benefits to UP. UP should be able to operate the Rockview-Dexter

• Line at significantly higher train speeds than the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter routing,

m* because the City route requires UP to traverse much heavier populated areas; entails more

at-grade crossings;14 and, as a result, will require UP to operate at slower train speeds.

I _^_^_

I " The Rockville-Dexter Line has 35 total at-grade highway/rail crossings, whereas
the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter Line has 58 total at-grade highway/rail crossings. See

• -49-
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" See Thornhill V.S. at Exhibit SGT-2, pp. 7-8. In addition, the Dexter-Rockview Line is

• approximately 40.5 miles long. The Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter Line is 46.7 miles long,

•i Thus, the Dexter-Rockview Line is nearly 14% shorter and each train moving over the

line would have to move 14% less miles. As a result, mileage-based and time-based

• operating costs should be reduced - e.g., fuel costs, maintenance costs and possibly crew

jj costs. See Reistrup V.S. at 5-11.

• 4. A Full EIS Alternatives Review is Needed

A full EIS review will permit the public and the Board to fully explore the

option of double-tracking the Rockview-Sikeston Line. UP summarily dismisses this

| alternative in its Petition. However, the City is confident that a full and fair review of mis

• alternative will demonstrate that it is clearly superior, from an environmental perspective,

to UP's proposed Rockview-Dexter-Sikeston routing.

D. This Unique Proceeding is Precedent-Setting

I Unlike may prior proceedings before the Board, this proceeding does not

• involve a request by local communities to block planned train operations or routings that

would inhibit competitive options for rail customers;15 this proceeding does not involve a

I

I Marshall V.S. at 20-21.

I '5 See, e,g,? Dakota, Minfl. <fe E- R.R. Corp. Constr, into the Powder River Basin,
(STB served Jan. 30, 2002, Dec. 10, 1998, and Feb. 13, 2006).

I
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I
™ request by local communities to block key portions of large rail mergers;16 nor does this

• proceeding involve a request by a local community to prevent a carrier from achieving its

m operating objectives in a reasonable fashion.17 '

Instead, this proceeding raises a unique and important question: whether a

™ carrier that has two choices to ease congestion - double-tracking through sparsely

• populated airal areas or rerouting train traffic through densely populated areas - can

• unilaterally chose the later option to the substantial detriment of the affected communities

forced to bear the huge social, environmental, economic, and safety costs associated with

• the railroad's unilateral choice. The answer to the question in this proceeding will be

I precedent-setting and the question should be answered in an appropriate proceeding (i.e.,

• an application proceeding) that includes a full environmental review, i.e., an EIS.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I 7, 2006 at 55-62.

|

I

,16 See, e,.g.,, CSX Corp.. Norfolk Southern Corp. — Control and Operating
Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc.. 3 S.T.B. 196, 358-59 (1998).

17 See Mayo Foundation v. STB. No. 06-2031 et al, (8th Cir.) STB Brief filed Aug.



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, the City of Sikeston respectfully requests

that the Board dismiss UP's Petition, or in the alternative, reclassify the Petition as one

requiring an EIS.18

Respectfully submitted,

By: Charles Leible, Esq.
City Attorney
City of Sikeston
371 N. Kingshighway
Sikeston, MO 63801
(573)471-7007

OF COUNSEL:

Slover & Loftus
1224 Seventeenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dated: August 14,2006

John H. LeSeur
Christopher A.
Peter A. Pfohl
Slover & Loftus
1 224 Seventeenth Street, N . W.
Washington, D.C 20036
(202)347-7170

Counsel to the City of Sikeston, MO

18 The City will also be pursing discovery from UP. The City reserves the right to
supplement this motion, as appropriate, with additional materials obtained in discovery or
elsewhere.
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• CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 14th day of August, 2006,1 caused a copy of the

| foregoing Motion to Dismiss, or, in the Alternative, to Re-classify the

• Scope of the Board's Environmental Review of the City of Sikeston, Missouri to be

served by hand delivery on counsel for UP, as follows:

Linda J. Morgan, Esq.

•

Frederick G. Sandstrom, Esq.
Covington & Burling
1201 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W.

• Washington, DC 20004

g The foregoing has also been served via overnight mail on counsel for BNSF, as follows:

Richard E. Weicher, Esq.

I BNSF Railway Company
547 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1509
Chicago, IL 60661

I . Peter A. Pfohl

I
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BEFORE THE
• SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

I )
Union Pacific Railroad Company - )
Acquisition and Operation Exemption — ) Finance Docket No. 34672

I Line of the Burlington Northern and )
Santa Fe Railway Company )

)

• VERIFIED STATEMENT
OF

• MICHAEL MARSHALL

I My name is Michael Marshall and I serve as the elected Mayor of the City

of Sikeston, Missouri. Sikeston is located in the southern part of Scott County, Missouri

• and the northern part of New Madrid County, with a total population of approximately

• 17,000 residents. I am a lifetime resident of Sikeston and am well-qualified to make this

statement on Union Pacific Railroad Company's ("UP's") plan to acquire approximately

I 24 miles of rail lines of BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF") between Rockview, Missouri

• and Sikeston, Missouri in the present proceeding.

The purpose of this statement is to (1) describe Sikeston and the region's

jj present business and transportation infrastructure; (2) discuss the UP's proposed plans to

« acquire the BNSF rail line and operate significant and unprecedented new levels of traffic

through Sikeston and neighboring communities and describe the very significant, and

• irreparable, adverse impacts the transaction as planned will have on Sikeston and the

region; and (3) describe reasonable, cost-effective, and common-sense alternative plans

™ and routings that have not yet been examined or discussed, that will fully accommodate

I UP's planned regional operations, and that need to be fully reviewed by UP with Sikeston

and the Board prior to any action being taken on UP's proposal.

I



I
8 A. Background on Sikeston

• The City of Sikeston is located in Southeastern, Missouri at approximately

the half-way point between St. Louis, Missouri (to the north) and Memphis, Tennessee (to

• the south), which are each approximately 140 miles away. The City of Miner, Missouri is

_ directly to the East and the Cities of Morehouse, Missouri and Dexter, Missouri are

directly to the West. Maps depicting Sikeston and UP and BNSF's rail lines and a

• regional overview are attached to this statement at Exhibit MM-1.

Sikeston is comprised of a mostly working-class population, with many

™ families and over 4,000 school age children enrolled in Sikeston public and private

I schools (not including our vocational schools). There are also a substantial number of

citizens in Sikeston who live below the poverty line, including many families, children,

• and seniors. Sikeston and the surrounding area traditionally have been economically tied

• to agriculture, and the area remains one of the most diverse agricultural regions in the

country, sustaining abundant cotton, soybeans, corn, rice, wheat, and other crops. Also,

I there is substantial business in manufacturing agricultural equipment and supply products,

• and in providing various agricultural services. However, Sikeston is not just tied to

agriculture and it has been able to diversify itself economically over the years, in part

• because of its central geographic location, its community attributes (including its good

_ schools and its hardworking and dedicated workforce), and its connection with an

efficient transportation system.

• Sikeston is a regional center for business and services. It is strategically

located within 500 miles of 43 percent of the U.S. population. It has access to major

" highways connecting it with major U.S. markets, has access to freeze-free Mississippi

I River ports within 25 miles, and has a commercial airport. In terms of highway

|
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I
I connections, Sikeston is located at the intersection of Interstate 55 and Interstate 57

• (which at Sikeston turns into U.S. Highway 60). Interstate 55 spans from St. Louis to

Memphis and beyond to New Orleans. Interstate 57 connects Sikeston all the way to

J[ Chicago. Local industries and businesses depend on the maintenance and uninterrupted

« flow of these effective transportation links in order to receive and send raw materials and

end products, and to effectively conduct their day-to-day businesses. This transportation

I network provides Sikeston with vital connection points to Memphis, St. Louis, Chicago,

New Orleans and the rest of the country.

™ Sikeston also has rail access to the UP and BNSF lines that are the subject

• of this proceeding. But that access is not regularly utilized by local industry to any

significant degree, as the vast majority of finished goods and raw materials are moved to

« and from local industry by truck. For example, the Sikeston Board of Municipal Utilities,

• a City-owned electric utility, operates a 235 megawatt coal-fired power plant that receives

approximately one trainload per day of coal over local rail lines. The vast majority of the

• other railroad traffic on Sikeston rail lines is through traffic, but even that traffic has been

• fairly modest for many years. That is because UP and BNSF have other advantageous

railroad lines and routes in less populated central rail corridors that can best accommodate

jj their high-speed through traffic from and to Memphis, Poplar Bluff, St. Louis, and

« beyond.

Over the years, Sikeston has worked very hard to adopt and implement

• economic development programs to retain existing businesses and attract new businesses,

to enable us to provide jobs for our citizens, provide for the introduction of new capital

™ investments, and thereby sustain our City. To that end, we have established an enterprise

• zone, a large industrial park within that zone, and low-tax structures and incentive

I
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I programs to attract businesses to Sikeston.

• We also have worked very hard to establish a top-notch public educational

system consisting of an AAA-rated public school system (the highest certification

I attainable) and higher education programs. Sikeston's R-6 District consists of a

_ Kindergarden Center, five elementary schools, including one in neighboring Morehouse,

Missouri (grades 1-6), the Middle School (grades 6 and 7), a Junior High School (grades

• 8 and 9), and the Senior High School (grades 10-12). The Sikeston Career and

Technology Center is on the same campus as the Senior High School buildings, and

™ provides students with a range of vocational-technical education studies.

• The citizens of Sikeston have spent close to $4 million in recent years on

education programs designed to provide for an educated workforce and to provide for the

• greatest educational opportunities for the children of our community. Examples of this

• include the recent construction and establishment of the Sikeston Area Higher Education

Center, a state-of-the-art, 40,000 square foot facility located in our industrial park, which

| is comprised of 1,550 students and staff. This is a cooperative effort between Southeast

• Missouri State University, Three Rivers Community College, and Sikeston Public

Schools, offering academic classes and industry-specific training programs tailored to our

I area's businesses needs. Sikeston is also currently engaged in the construction of a $4.5

_ million new Math and Science Center at the Sikeston Senior High School. We believe

that such programs are essential to maintaining and improving the educational system for

• our citizens.

While Sikeston is a relatively small community by national standards, it

™ remains one of the more substantial communities in Southeast Missouri (the nearest larger

I City, Cape Girardeau, is over 30 miles away to the North). Sikeston is a regional center

• -4-
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I for business, services, and jobs for Southeast Missouri citizens for many miles around.

• For example, Sikeston has developed and established the Sikeston Business, Education

and Technology Park to attract and retain business. This is a large prime commercial site

| built on approximately 800 acres that lies within the Sikeston Enterprise Zone located off

_ in close proximity to Interstate 55 and Interstate 57 and several miles north of historic

downtown Sikeston.

• Some of the City's major employers are situated in the Park, employing

over 1,000 workers that travel to Sikeston to work every day from throughout the region

B and engage in highly sought-after skilled jobs. These key City employers include Good

B Humor-Breyers Ice Cream (owned by Unilever), Atlas Cold Storage, Construction Trailer

Specialists, Inc., the Missouri Department of Transportation Regional Headquarters, and

B the Sikeston Area Higher Education Center.

• Also, vitally important health care services for the region are located in

Sikeston at and around Missouri Delta Medical Center ("Missouri Delta"). Missouri

B Delta, in conjunction with other community health care providers, offers over two dozen

• health services as well as hospitalization services, responding to the various health care

needs of the citizens of Southeast Missouri. It also offers essential 24-hour per day

B emergency room services. The hospital has approximately 200 beds.

• Hundreds of health care workers are employed at these Sikeston health care

facilities serving many thousands of patients from all around the region, including a

B relatively large population of senior citizens that have more acute care needs than the

general population. These are the only health care programs of their kind within some 35

B miles of Sikeston.

I
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• Sikeston also has extensive retail businesses, and a historic downtown area

• with unique shopping, that attract people from all around the region. Additionally,

Sikeston seeks-out and attracts tourists from many parts of the country. In this respect,

| Sikeston hosts annually one of the top five professional outdoor rodeos in the country

mm- over a four-day period in August. We strive to be a good neighbor to nearby communities

and to provide welcoming hospitality to all our visitors from around the country.

• Finally, it should be noted that Sikeston's economic and residential

m expansion in recent years has been, and is expected to continue to be, along the BNSF's

™ existing right-of-way between Sikeston and Rockview that is the subject of this

I proceeding. The reason behind this is that the City is situated on a ridge with significant

flood plains to the east and west. On this ridge, dense residential, school, and business

" development directly adjoins the BNSF right of way for several miles north of downtown

• Sikeston.

Some of the most desirable residential communities, including the

I Greenbrier and Clearview neighborhoods, abut the BNSF line to the north of downtown

• Sikeston, as do several elderly care facilities and schools, as well as the Sikeston

Business, Education and Technology Park. Additionally, our future plans are to continue

| residential and business expansion, and growth of community parks and services north

M from Sikeston along the BNSF line toward Rockview, as the area's topography permits

very little opportunity for expansion in other directions that involve the flood plains.

• In sum, Sikeston has a diversified economy of agriculture, manufacturing,

services, retailing, and tourism. It has a well-educated workforce, good public schools,

™ and a sophisticated and efficiently-linked infrastructure. Sikeston also has a fully

I involved citizenry, who care about, and continuously seek to provide for, the highest

I
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• quality of life possible for the community.

• B. UP's Planned Rail Acquisition and Operations are Unacceptable

The City of Sikeston, neighboring communities to the north and east, as

|| well as a number of federal, state, local, and regional (including county) organizations

H and representatives, are extremely interested in this proceeding. Our collective goal with

this transaction is to maintain safe and effective transportation programs in Southeast

• Missouri, while maximizing the safety of our citizens and minimizing the adverse impacts

of railroad operations on our communities.

" We have reviewed the HP's Petition filed with the STB on March 11, 2005,

• and have discussed that plan with UP representatives. We have also discussed with UP

the need for additional information on how the plan would change existing local and

• regional rail operations and affect city programs. Unfortunately, despite our best efforts

• and repeated questions to UP on its plan, we have very little additional information today

than the sparse information provided in UP's petition filed with the STB over 16 months

I ago. No information has been provided by UP on any reasonable alternatives to that plan.

• In fact, as discussed below, in public meetings with UP, UP has provided us with some

additional information on its planned operations that show that its planned operations will

| produce significantly more acute impacts on our communities than what UP has stated in

tm its Petition. That is extremely troubling to us.

With respect to the present proceeding, the citizens of Sikeston have

• charged the City with taking all reasonable steps to avoid the significant safety,

_ environmental, economic, and quality of life impacts that UP's plan would have on

™ Sikeston. Unfortunately, UP's plan clearly fails to meet the needs or concerns of the

I community from a safety, environmental, economic, and quality of life perspective. At a

I
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I minimum, much more analysis and consultation needs to be done, as well as extensive

• study of feasible alternatives.

As explained below, and in the Verified Statements of Messrs. Thornhill

• and Reistrup that accompany this statement, there are two rail lines that cross through the

_ heart of Sikeston; BNSF's north-south line from Rockview to Sikeston, and UP's east-

west line from Sikeston to Dexter, that are at the heart of this proceeding. Today, a

• relatively low amount of vehicular and pedestrian delays, and other noise, vibration, and

other adverse impacts occur as a result of railroad operations because of the low

• frequency of train movements over local highway grade crossings, and this has been the

I case for many years.

To my knowledge, BNSF has alternative routes to its Rockview to Sikeston

• line over which it moves most of its north-south through traffic, and it has expressed to

• the City no desire to expand traffic on its Rockview to Sikeston line. Thus, the likelihood

of increased BNSF railroad operations through Sikeston has been relatively minimal over

| the years. That has now changed with the planned UP acquisition and control of BNSF's

m Rockview to Sikeston line, and UP's plan to increase rail traffic volumes over the line to

extremely high levels.

J Our citizens, schools, and service industries rely on the safe and

_ uninterrupted flow of highway and local traffic to meet the needs of our community.

Sikeston, together with our elected representatives, believe that the City's continued

• livelihood and success will in large part depend on avoiding the constant rumbling and

noise and emission nuisances caused by numerous and unnecessary train movements that

• would be brought about under UP's plan. By all appearances, that plan could be

I reasonably and economically accommodated through other means, and specifically,

|
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I through UP's double-tracking of the remaining segments of its existing Rockview to

• Dexter line that are not already double-tracked today.

1. UP's Plan

| Through its Petition, UP seeks to acquire the BNSF's 23.7 mile line

M between Rockview and Sikeston, and institute "directional running" from the north to the

south between the two points, and thence over UP's existing line west from Sikeston to

I Dexter, Missouri. UP's proposed directional running plan is an alternative to UP

_ completely double-tracking its existing rail line between Rockview and Dexter. This line

extends through more rural areas and does not traverse Sikeston. A more detailed review

I of these planned operations, including a schematic of the lines involved, is contained in

the accompanying Verified Statement of Paul H. Reistrup. UP's Petition explains that

• BNSF's Rockview to Sikeston line today carries a total of approximately 5-7 trains per

• day, and that UP's Sikeston to Dexter line carries only one train per week. According to

the Petition, post-transaction those traffic levels are anticipated to dramatically increase to

I a total of 15-18 trains per day between Rockview and Sikeston, and a total of 10-11 trains

• per day between Sikeston and Dexter.

Additionally, we have learned that UP's planned operations may include far

| greater levels of daily train traffic on the acquired BNSF line and UP's Sikeston to Dexter

• line than what it originally represented to the Board in its Petition. On December 5, 2005,

UP's Director of State and Local Government Relations, Chris Peterson, attended a

I meeting in Sikeston to explain the UP's plans and listen to community views. At that

_ meeting, Mr. Peterson acknowledged that UP could move 20 or more trains per day of

™ additional freight traffic through Sikeston, and in other conversations, UP personnel have

I informed Sikeston residents that far greater than 20 trains days per day may be moved on

|
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I the lines. See Exhibit MM-2 and Exhibit MM-3. Obviously, the possibility of this level

• of rail traffic is extremely alarming to many Sikeston residents and me, as it means that

UP may be moving considerably more traffic through Sikeston than represented in its

| Petition, with significantly greater impacts. It also raises heightened suspicions about

— HP's true intentions with respect to its planned operations, and whether there were any

other misstatements that UP may have made in its Petition.

I 2. Impacts of UP's Plan

The proposed UP plan would result in substantial adverse impacts on

™ Sikeston and our neighboring communities. It is clear that under UP's plan, basic

I government operations and our citizens' safety and quality of life will suffer considerably.

UP has thus far failed to provide us or the Board with the detailed information necessary

B to evaluate the likely impacts of its plans. It has also failed to provide information on

• reasonable alternatives to effectively mitigate the adverse impacts that its new operations

would have on Sikeston and the region. However, based on our initial review of UP's

I petition, among other things, UP's plan would:

•

create critical safety problems (including heightened ri sks of human injury
and fatality) at local at-grade rail/highway crossings in Sikeston, as well as
for residents, pedestrians, and children all along the right-of-way of the

I involved lines that directly intersect the City of Sikeston (including at
schools and at several critical elderly care facilities that are directly adjacent
to the involved lines);

I - significantly adversely impact the efficient provision of fire, police, and
emergency services;

I - significantly adversely impact area families and persons commuting to/from
work and school;

I - significantly adversely impact the ability of local industries and businesses
™ to engage in services and send/receive raw goods and finished products;

•
significantly adversely impact the ability of persons throughout the region
to access area businesses, public health services, emergency services, parks,

I
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I other public services, etc. at all times of day and night;

_ — significantly interfere with local economic development, (including plans to
• expand business and residential growth to the north) as the maintenance of

railroad operations takes precedence over local infrastructure and other im-
provement projects; and

• -- create significant environmental justice impacts as low-income and non-
white minority populations in Sikeston would be particularly impacted.

™ I discuss a few of these specific impacts below:

I (a) Pedestrian and Citizen Safety

There are no fences on either of the two rail lines that traverse Sikeston. As

I mentioned above, directly abutting the lines are well-established Sikeston residential

• communities, including the Greenbrier, Clearview, and Sunset neighborhoods; several

elder care facilities; and the Sikeston Middle School. Our initial estimates show that

| approximately 3,800 Sikeston residents reside in over 1,100 residences within 1,000 feet

m of the involved BNSF and UP rail lines through Sikeston - placing an enormous amount

of residents in more acute jeopardy from constant nearby train operations. See Exhibit

| MM-1.

_ The safety risks associated with the UP's planned escalation in railroad

traffic on these substantial populations are enormous and should not be underestimated.

I Our children and elderly in particular would be put in substantial safety jeopardy as a

result of UP's planned operations. For children, these tracks are constant attractive

™ nuisances. The unfortunate reality is that far too many children and adults do not know

I that railroad tracks are private railroad property, or may be confused about safety impacts,

nor do they sufficiently understand the extreme dangers of walking along and across

• tracks, crawling under stopped trains, or standing or running or biking along-side trains.

• Also, train crews cannot possibly see or hear pedestrians, nor can they stop trains in time

|
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I to allow pedestrians to move out of the way in an attempt to avoid impacts.

— For example, at Sikeston Middle School, children engaged in outdoor and

school and after-school activities or bicycling across Salcedo Road would be put in

I almost direct daily contact with HP's train activities. So would children playing in their

backyards in the Greenbrier and Clearview neighborhoods and elsewhere in Sikeston.

• Several children's day care centers are directly along the two lines involved in this

I proceeding. These include the YMCA Day Care, at 510 Lindenwood (44 children and

staff); Rainbow Day Care, at 612 West North Street (65 children and staff); Solace

I Learning Care Center, 1006 Maude (27 children and staff); and Toyland Day & Night

• Care, 1015 West Malone (24 hour center with 20 children a shift and 6 total staff).

Pedestrians, seniors, and children in the Sunset neighborhood, in particular,

| would be significantly impacted. This neighborhood is at the northwest intersection of

• where BNSF's Rockview to Sikeston line meets HP's Sikeston to Dexter line. This

transaction also involves UP acquiring and/or condemning houses in the Sunset

• neighborhood in order to create a new interchange to connect the two lines. UP's plan

_ would cut-off the Sunset residents from the rest of the city. These Sunset residents will

be boxed-in on two sides by the planned operations.

I Significant elderly populations also reside close to these lines. For

example, located directly to the east of the Rockview to Sikeston line is the Clearview

• Nursing Center (located on Salcedo Road), which has 138 residents and staff. The

• Hunter Acres Caring Center, located at North West and Wakefield Streets, has 150

residents and staff. These seniors are often engaged in outdoor activities. Additionally,

• organized van trips for residents at these two centers cross the line some 16 times per day.

• These seniors have the most critical health care needs of anyone in Sikeston. The BNSF.

I
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I line cuts them off from access to the hospital, the City's health care facilities, and

_ emergency response ambulances and services. Additionally, Sikeston seniors diagnosed

with Alzeheimer's Disease, or who otherwise have impaired mental health, would be put

• in particular jeopardy by UP's proposal as they would be put in much more frequent, and

unavoidable contact with dangerous freight train operations.

™ (b) Traffic and Emergency Response Delays

I There are five critical at-grade highway/rail crossings within Sikeston's city

limits on BNSF's Rockview to Sikeston line, including at West North Street, Wakefield

• Street, Salcedo Road (State Highway Y), State Highway ZZ, and County Road 468.

• These are major east to west arteries through our City that connect our residential

neighborhoods with our businesses, our schools, and parks, and our health care facilities

| (which are all located east of the line). Collectively, these roads serve average daily

• vehicular traffic volumes of well over 10,000, with Salcedo Road alone at over 5,800

average daily vehicles. Increased rail traffic means increased vehicle traffic delays at

| these crossing for our fire, police, and emergency service responders, added commuter

_ and school bus delays, increased economic costs for our businesses, increased air

pollution, and added citizen frustration.

I Highway 60 comprises the main, four-lane, East-West traffic highway

serving Southern Missouri involving over 12,500 vehicles per-day in both directions.

™ UP's Petition seeks at least a tenfold increase in rail traffic each day moving over this at-

I grade crossing, at least until such time as a grade-separated bridge crossing can be made.

Such planned operations, at a crossing with horrible site-lines for the involved traffic,

• would make this crossing one of the most dangerous highway/rail crossing in America.

• UP's plans would put in grave jeopardy the ability of emergency service

I
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I personnel to respond to the acute, life-and-death health care needs of our citizens, as well

as the ability of police to respond to emergency calls putting our citizens life at

• heightened risk. Sikeston has 4 fire and police stations that respond to approximately

• 25,000 fire and emergency service calls each year. The South Scott County Ambulance

District has provides Sikeston with medical EMS services, responding to over 4,500 calls

| each year. These critical services would be routinely delayed day and night by UP's

• plans, producing critical public safety and health impacts.

Emergency response delays associated with UP's plan are especially

I significant for calls made from west of the Rockview to Sikeston line, as the Sikeston

_ Police Station and the South Scott County Ambulance Station are located to the east of

that line — as are two of the three fire stations in Sikeston. Thus, emergency responders

• would often need to cross the line twice, once to get to the call, and twice to get back

across town to the hospital or police station.

• An example of the real threat that UP's proposal poses to public safety is

I described in Exhibit MM-4. which contains a letter from the Scott County Commission

describing a very serious public safety incident in Sikeston where a rapid police response

• was critical to resolving the situation.

• (c) Hospital/Health Care Services Impacts

The Missouri Delta Hospital, as well as virtually all of the community's

I health care providers, are located east of BNSF's Rockview to Sikeston line. Thus, in

• order to get to the hospital and businesses that provide health care services, citizens

residing west of this north to south rail line must cross the line at-grade. Because of the

I
I
I

associated at-grade crossing delays, UP's planned operations will significantly impact

these persons' ability to access critical health care services, and most importantly, the
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I
• hospital and emergency care services.

Missouri Delta opposes UP's plans because of the significant adverse

• impacts the plans will have on human life and Sikeston's health care providers' ability to

• serve the Southeast Missouri public. See Exhibit MM-5. Additionally, Missouri Delta

reports that 133 of its doctors, nurses, and other staff reside to the west of BNSF's

I Rockview to Sikeston line and whose commutes to the hospital would be impacted.

• Also, Sikeston elderly health care facilities oppose UP's plans because of the risk to

essential health care services and life that the UP plan presents. •See Exhibit MM-6 and

jj Exhibit MM-7. Other essential community outreach facilities oppose UP's plans for

im similar reasons. See Exhibit MM-8.

(d) School Impacts

• Sikeston has thirteen public/private elementary, middle, and high schools,

_ one vocational school, and one parochial school with a total enrollment of over 4,000

children. Because of vehicular traffic congestion problems caused by local rail

• operations, school bus, faculty, and other school service vehicles would be constantly

backed-up. The Sikeston R-6 District employs a fleet of 26 buses and drivers to transport

• our students to school. A total of almost 262,542 miles are traveled during the year and

• an average of 2,573 students are transported daily on the 82 established routes that

traverse the City. Students are also transported to school events and field trips. Traffic

• delays caused by UP's planned operations would have tremendous impact on these

• critical services.

Additionally, the Sikeston Middle School is directly adjacent to BNSF's

I Rockview to Sikeston line on Lindenwood Drive. The school serves 564 students in

H grades 6 and 7, employs 60 teachers and administrators, and it is the only middle school

|
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• in Sikeston. Sikeston Middle School buses cross the BNSF's Rockview to Sikeston line

48 times a day. In addition to the significant adverse impacts on school buses and

" families and faculty commuting to/from the Middle School, the UP plan would create

• significant adverse noise and vibration impacts. I append to this statement (i) a copy of a

letter from our Superintendent of Schools (see Exhibit MM-9) and (ii) a letter from the

| Scott County Central School District Superintendent of Schools (see Exhibit MM-10)

• verifying these critical impacts.

(e) Business Impacts

J Because Sikeston is a regional center for business and commerce, the

_ impacts of UP's plan would be particularly acute. Increased at-grade rail/highway vehicle

blockages and delays presented by the plan will significantly adversely impact ability of

• local industries and businesses to engage in services and send/receive raw goods and

finished products. Workers commuting to and from work will be particularly impacted,

• as will the area's residents seeking access to and from local businesses.

I For example, Good Humor-Breyers Ice Cream in the Sikeston Business,

Education and Technology Park off Salcedo Road engages in 24-hour per day operations

• with 520 employees divided into three shifts. Trucks constantly move the raw materials

• and finished ice cream products to and from the plant. But to get to this plant, and to

Interstate 55 or Interstate 57, the involved trucks must cross the at-grade crossing at

I Salcedo Road. Any blockage by a train of Salcedo road could significantly impact the

• ability of truck access to or from the plant and the involved over 1,000 workers

commuting to or from the Park. The same goes for the other businesses located in the

| Park and their employees.

_ I append a letter from Ed Dust, Director of Sikeston's Department of

|
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I Economic Development, concerning these adverse impacts. See Exhibit MM-11.

Additionally, numerous industry, recreational, housing, and tourism development projects

• throughout the City would be impeded, delayed, or set aside as unfeasible because of

• conflicting rail operations.

(f) Disadvantaged Neighborhood Impacts

I UP's planned operations would disproportionately impact minority and low-

• income populations in Sikeston that are virtually unmitigable. As referenced above, the

Sunset neighborhood is boxed in on two sides by UP's planned operations. A majority of

| citizens of neighborhood are minority-black and a substantial percentage of this

_ population lives below the poverty-line. There is a large public housing facility in this

neighborhood, and other low-income housing. The residents in the Sunset neighborhood

• would face similar safety, crossing delay, and other environmental harms as the other

communities that reside directly on UP's Rockview-to-Sikeston line north of downtown

™ Sikeston. Also, significant numbers of schoolchildren from this neighborhood are bused

I to school in more distant neighborhoods, on the other side of the Sikeston rail lines,

placing them in heightened safety risk from UP's proposed operations.

» Additionally, in this neighborhood, UP's plans call for a new connection to

• be built connecting the Rockview to Sikeston line to the Sikeston to Dexter line. This

involves UP acquiring or condemning a dozen or so homes and lots, relocating or

| abandoning a City Street (North Frisco Street) and moving a city-owned lift station - with

• UP's plans possibly restricting Sikeston from maintaining the 24-hour per day access to

the lift station that it needs.

I
I
I

The Sikeston park that serves this neighborhood is the Roberta Rowe/West-

End Park which is heavily utilized by the neighborhood residents for recreation. The park
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I is situated at the south ends of Alabama Street and Sunset Drive. The park is

approximately 8 acres in size, has dedicated recreational facilities, including a lighted

• softball field, three basketball courts (two lighted), a picnic shelter with picnic tables and

• grilling equipment, a modular playground unit, a swing set, restrooms, and a quarter-mile

walking trail. Roberta Rowe is an extremely popular park for Sunset and other Sikeston

I area neighbors, families, and seniors, and it serves as a central recreational and meeting

• spot for the community.

UP's Sikeston to Dexter line cuts through this park, on the southern side.

| There is no fence or buffer between the train tracks and the park. UP's plan would create

M significant safety hazards for pedestrians (and particularly children and seniors)

attempting to access and utilize the Roberta Rowe park, and create additional noise and

I vibration problems that would destroy the Sunset neighborhood's use and enjoyment of

the park.

(g) Quality of Life Impacts

I I am aware of no other initiative that has sparked more citizen concern and

controversy in Sikeston in many years. As explained above, UP's plan would have

• immediate and extensive adverse impacts on Sikeston and our businesses, citizens, and

• families - with reverberating negative impacts throughout the region. At this time, I am

not aware of any public support for the UP's plan from Sikeston citizens or businesses or

I anyone else in the region. To the contrary, attached to this statement are petitions that

• have been signed by over 2,250 residents opposing the UP's plan as proposed, and

instead, supporting a more reasonable, and environmentally-benign routing plan. See

I Exhibit MM-12. Sikeston is not against the railroads reasonably conducting their

_ business, but we believe that this is a unique case where the plan UP has proposed fails to

|
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• meet the needs or concerns of the community from a safety, environmental, economic,

and quality of life perspective.

• 3. Citizen/Elected Official Opposition

• UP's plan has also generated a firestorm of public outrage throughout the

region. In addition to the over 2,250 citizens that have signed a petition opposing the

I plan, the Sikeston City Counsel has passed a detailed resolution opposing UP's Petition.

• See Exhibit MM-13. Missouri Governor Matt Blunt; Missouri's two United States

Senators, Senator Christopher S. Bond and Senator James M. Talent; Sikeston's

| representative in the United States House of Representatives, Congresswoman JoAnn

<m Emerson; and Missouri State Senator Jason G. Crowell, have each written letters

expressing grave concerns or strong opposition to UP's plans. See Exhibit MM-r 14.

I Exhibit MM-15. Exhibit MM-16. and Exhibit MM-17. In particular, Governor Blunt and

— Congresswoman Emerson have stressed the serious and adverse safety and other

economic impacts that would result under UP's plan as the result of UP's forced routing

• of substantial levels of new traffic over the at-grade crossing of Highway 60.

Additionally, this is not a case where one community is pitted against

^ another on who should bear the brunt of increased rail traffic levels. UP's current

• operations on the Rockview to Sikeston line traverse a sparsely populated region, that is

already acquainted with high-volume, high-speed rail traffic. Through its plan, UP is

I attempting to shift traffic off this line and instead move it through Sikeston. In this

• respect, the Scott County Commission opposes UP's plan on the ground that the plan

would endanger the life of the citizens of the county by shifting UP's rail traffic from less

| populated, central corridors, to less accommodating lines extending through more densely

• populated communities including Sikeston, thus putting the region's communities at

|
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I increased safety risk. See Exhibit MM-18. The City of Chaffee, Missouri has passed a

resolution opposing UP's plans and its residents have organized a petition-drive gathering

• over 750 signatures opposing UP's plan. See Exhibit MM-12.

• In sum, what is clear from all the above is that the adverse impacts from

incremental rail traffic planned by UP in and around Sikeston would cause significant

I environmental, safety, and socio-economic impacts; that this project is highly

• controversial; that the project should not be permitted to proceed as planned; and that at a

very minimum, all reasonable alternatives, must be explored by the STB to the fullest

J extent possible as part of a full and complete environmental review prior to any action

_ being taken by the Board on UP's Petition.

C. Reasonable Alternatives to UP's Plan

• The City of Sikeston strongly believes that the Board needs to take a closer

look at how existing rail traffic and future increases can best be accommodated within the

' existing rail transportation infrastructure in Southeastern Missouri, while causing the

I minimum amount of community disruption. The UP's plan unfortunately does not do

this.

I As set forth above, through its Petition, UP seeks to shift much of its

• current freight rail operations from high-speed lines in sparsely populated areas, that are

well-adjusted to high volume train traffic, to lines in more densely populated areas, that

| are not well-situated to handle such enormous traffic-volume increases. Our initial

• review of the involved rail lines reveals the following total number of public and private

at-grade highway/rail crossings on each of the three involved line:

I

I
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I
I . Railroad Line Segment Number of at-grade crossings

Rock view to Dexter 35

B Rockview to Sikeston 29
Sikeston to Dexter 29

I As shown above, the number of at-grade highway/rail crossings on UP's exiting

• Rockview to Dexter line is almost double that of the two lines that UP plans to operate its

traffic under its Petition, over much more densely populated areas with higher vehicular

| traffic levels.

• In addition, as mentioned, one of the most problematic at-grade crossings

involved under UP's Petition is at Highway 60 located just west of Morehouse on the

£ Sikeston-to-Dexter line, involving 12,500 average daily vehicles. Also, just a few miles

. to the west, Highway 60 crosses UP's Rockview to Dexter line north of Dexter. The

railroad crossing there, however, has been completely grade-separated, at considerable

• expense and effort, with a bridge built over the four-lane major highway. Thus, UP's

plans would involve shifting traffic that operates over one of the most significant

™ highways in the region, but above-grade, to a line that operates over the same highway a

• few miles to the east, but at-grade. Such a shift in traffic pattern seems to make little

sense from a transportation planning, safety, or environmental perspective.

• The citizens of Sikeston believe that is wrong to reroute traffic in the

• manner UP has proposed. Quite simply, we do not believe that it makes any sense, from a

business, operational, safety, environmental, or socio-economic perspective to shift rail

| traffic to lines in the region where the most critical congestion/safety problems will occur.

• There is a readily available, reasonable alternative to UP's planned

operations through Sikeston: the double tracking of the remaining segments of UP's

| existing Rockview to Dexter line that are not already double-tracked. Double tracking of

I
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I UP's Rockview to Dexter line would provide for the consolidation of area rail operations

into a central, shorter, and less populated rail corridor containing a much smaller number

• of at-grade rail crossings and involving far fewer daily vehicles crossing rail lines at-

• grade.

Such an alternative also minimizes the adverse impacts of rail transportation

| operations on basic governmental operations (e.g., emergency services), citizen safety and

• quality of life, and business viability and sustainability in Sikeston and the region, while

at the same time providing for the implementation of new and improved freight rail

I operations. Additionally, Sikeston has learned that, in Stoddard County alone, UP has

_ purchased 33 parcels of land along the Rockview to Dexter line, totaling approximately

6.6 miles in length, and covering approximately 37.5 acres. Attached to this statement is

I a county plat displaying the individual plats where the individual parcels of land have

been acquired by UP. See Exhibit MM-19. It appears that this land was obtained by UP

™ to accommodate double tracking of the Rockview to Dexter line.

I Finally, we are very concerned about UP's lack of consultation with

affected local communities about its intentions, and its refusal thus far to consider or even

• discuss reasonable alternatives. To my mind, UP's actions and inactions (including its

• misstatements on the level of rail traffic it intends to move through Sikeston) are

indicative of UP's intent to attempt to move forward with its case without the reasonable

| reporting of accurate information and without reasonable consultation with Sikeston and

I
other affected local communities. That is very unfortunate and should not be permitted.

• 1 As further discussed in Mr. Reistrup's Verified Statement, UP and/or BNSF
™ have already aggressively proceeded to engage in various and extensive engineering work

and upgrades to their existing lines in and around Sikeston without prior Board approval
I or consultation with Sikeston, even though it is my understanding that UP has utterly
™ failed to advance in any way the required environmental review of its Petition.
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I Thank you for the opportunity to present my views.
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Verification

State of Missouri

County of Scott

)
)
) ss:
)
)

Michael Marshall, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he has read the

foregoing Statement, knows the contents thereof, and that the same are true as stated to

the best of his knowledge, information and belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this
T^dayofJtrry-2006:

, i,- -; —-- ~ *• Nu» • • " • • — • — • • - — •• I

:; Notary Public in and for the
,' State, d f- M issouri

Notary
STK

RHONDA COUNCIL
jam Pubic -Notary Seal
STATE OF MISSOURI

Scoti County
ConwnitNkmtf 0540T326

My Commteskxt Expires. Jan. 21,2009
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Locatta 1111

is located-at the junction of Interstates 55 and 57, 140 miles equidistant:
between St. Louis and Memphis. US Highway 60 is currently being upgraded to four lanes
between Sikeston and Springfield, Missouri.

Air
Sikeston Municipal Airport — paved 5,500 foot runway

Nearest commercial and air freight service — 25 miles

River Port
Mississippi River - 365 days freeze-free public ports:within 25 miles, north and south

Five days to and eight days from Port of New Orleans

Located within 500 Miles of Sikeston: I
43% of the total U.S. population
40"% of the total U.S. personal income
43% of the total U.S. wholesale trade
42% of the total U.S. manufacturing facilities
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Illi""™-n City of Sikeston

C E R T I F I C A T I O N

STATE OF MISSOURI)
)

COUNTY OF SCOTT )

I, Karen S. Bailey, Deputy City Clerk, within and for the City of Sikeston, Scott
County Missouri, do hereby certify that the attached minutes constitute a true and
correct copy of the minutes for the city council meeting of December 5, 2005.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the
City of Sikeston, Missouri, at my office in said City this 24th day of July, 2006.

:N S. 6'AILEY, DEPUJY CITY CLERK

105 East Center Street • Sikeston, Missouri 63801
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REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
DECEMBER 5. 2005

The regular Sikeston City Council meeting of December 5, 2005 was called to order at 5
p.m. in the City Council Chambers, located at 105 East Center, Sikeston. Present at
the meeting were Mayor Mike Marshall and Councilmen Jerry Pullen, Sue Rogers, Bill
Stokes, David Teachout, and Jim Terrell. Councilman Michael Harris was absent. Staff
in attendance were City Manager Doug Friend, City Counselor Chuck Leible, City Clerk
Carroll Couch, City Treasurer Karen Bailey, Public Safety Director Drew Juden,
Governmental Services Director Linda Lowes, Economic Development Director Ed
Dust, Community Redevelopment Coordinator Trey Hardy, Street Superintendent Steve
Lee, Parks Director Jiggs Moore, Captain Jim Hailey and Network Administrator Dave
Warren. ,

APPROVAL OF CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

City Council minutes of October 31, November 7, and November 28, 2005 were
presented for approval. Councilman Rogers moved to approve the minutes as
presented. Councilman Terrell seconded the motion and the following roll call vote was
recorded:

Pullen Aye. Rogers Aye. Stokes Aye. Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

ACCEPTANCE OF BOARD AND COMMISSION MINUTES
—-""""-"""-"•—---- ™.-.~~™~™~ T- u.MMm.MUMUmm.™™™..Mn..Mlm.,

Minutes from various board arid commission meetings were presented to the City
Council. Councilman Rogers moved to approve the minutes as presented. The motion
was seconded by Councilman Teachout and voted as follows:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye. Stokes Aye. Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

PUBLIC HEARING

Union Pacific Railroad Proposed Changes to Rockview-Sikeston Line

Councilman Pullen moved to open the public hearing for discussion of the proposed
changes by Union Pacific Railroad, to the Rockview-Sikeston line. Councilman
Rodgers seconded the motion and the following roll call vote was recorded:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye.
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

Chris Peterson, Director of State and Local Government Relations for Union Pacific
(UP), presented the proposal of obtaining the railroad track from Rockview to Sikeston
from Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) and utilizing the track to run trains south
through Sikeston. Currently four to six trains travel from Rockview to Sikeston daily,
BNSF has one coal train and an occasional train runs to a plant on the east side of
Sikeston. The current traffic of five to seven'trains per day would then increase to
between fifteen and eighteen.

UP's proposal would require the construction of a spur. The spur would necessitate a
conveyance of property from the City to UP. It would also include closing and/or
relocation of certain streets.

Mr. Peterson stressed the fact that UP is committed to safety. As part of the proposal,
fourteen million dollars on safety features would be expended of which about 2.5 million
would be in Sikeston. The source of the funds was not disclosed.

Public Safety'Director Juden expressed concern for blocked access to the west side of
Sikeston for prolonged periods. In addition, he presented a power point demonstration
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PAGE 2 CITY COUNCIL MINUTES DECEMBER 5, 2005

of the impact of a hazardous chemical spill, should an accident occur in or near
Sikeston. He pointed out that the train cars described by the railroad company as
empty were not actually clean and might have a residual of five percent in them. But
additionally, UP admitted that some cars would contain hazardous chemicals.

Mr. Peterson offered to send someone from the City to a special school for responding
to railroad accidents.

Harvey Cooper, Executive Director of the Community Sheltered Workshop advised his
business was located adjacent to the railroad. He was apprehensive about the
possibility of one of his mentally handicapped employees walking away from the
workshop and the danger that increased train traffic would present. He was also
concerned about the need for emergency medical response not only to his location but
to the three nursing homes in his immediate area. He pointed out there was a big
difference in a train coming through every four to six hours compared to every hour and
a half.

John Mobley, Senior Vice President of Missouri Delta Medical Center, indicated that
although the railroad might be concerned with safety and willing to upgrade crossings,
the city would be in greater danger because of the increased traffic.

Councilman Pullen inquired what benefit was there to the City of Sikeston, other than
the railroad crossing improvement. Mr. Peterson did not have a response other than to
say the railroad was very concerned about safety.

Joy Cauthorn, Safety and Disaster Preparedness Nurse for Missouri Delta Medical
Center and Chief of the Scott County Ambulance Board, expressed concern for
additional training needed for hospital staff and emergency responders.

Donald Freeman, a resident of the western side of Sikeston inquired what was in it for
his community. Mr. Peterson failed to list any benefits.

Scott Moore, Human Resource Manager for Good Humor, reported he had 450
employees crossing the railroad tracks every day. Concerns for traffic delays and the
impact upon Good Humor were expressed.

Steve Borgsmiller, Sikeston School Superintendent, talked about traffic issues and the
potential danger to the schools in the immediate vicinity.

Wendell Sanders said that he lived near the tracks and he was concerned the additional
train traffic would decrease the value of his home. Mr. Peterson replied that the Union
Pacific discouraged people building on property near the railroad.

Mr. Peterson would not deny that it may be UP's ultimate goal to re-route all
southbound trains from Rockview through Sikeston which would then increase daily
train traffic from 4-6 trains to 26-28 trains per day.

Throughout all of the above concerns being stated, the response from Mr. Peterson was
that Union Pacific was very concerned with safety.

Councilman Teachout moved to adjourn the public hearing. The motion was seconded
by Councilman Rogers and the following roll call vote recorded:

Pullen Aye. Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye. Teachout Aye.
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

ITEMS OF BUSINESS

Bill Number 5656, Calling for General Election

Councilman Rogers moved for the first reading of Bill Number 5656. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following vote recorded:
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Pullen Aye. Rogers Aye, Stokes Ay_e, Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

Counselor Leible presented Bill 5656 for reading. This bill as approved shall become
Ordinance Number 5656, calling for a general election in the City of Sikeston, Missouri,
on Tuesday, April 4, 2006, for the purpose of electing candidates for the position of
Councilman for Ward 2, Ward 3, and Mayor.

City Clerk Carroll Couch explained that this ordinance met the state statute
requirements of calling for the general election.

Bill Number 5657. Amending City Code 9.16, Alcoholic Beverages

Councilman Stokes moved for the first reading of Bill Number 5657. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following vote recorded:

Pullen Aye. Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

Counselor Leible presented Bill Number 5657 for reading. This bill as approved as an
emergency measure shall become Ordinance Number 5657 establishing and clarifying
certain conduct of holders of Consumption of Liquor licenses.

Counselor Leible advised Ordinance 5657, if approved, would establish and clarify the
hours when holders of liquor licenses shall be closed. The bill contains an emergency
measure making it effective immediately.

Donald Freeman, owner of the Jazzy Blues Club, stated he was opposed to the bill.

Coletia Dorsey, patron of the Jazzy Blues Club, was also opposed to the requirement to
close at 1:30 a.m.

Councilman Rogers moved for the second reading of Bill Number 5657. The motion
was seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following vote recorded:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye.
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

Counselor Leible presented the bill for reading.

BILL NUMBER 5657 ORDINANCE NUMBER 5657

THIS BILL AS APPROVED AS AN EMERGENCY MEASURE SHALL BECOME
ORDINANCE NUMBER 5657 ESTABLISHING AND CLARIFYING CERTAIN
CONDUCT OF HOLDERS OF CONSUMPTION OF LIQUOR LICENSES.

WHEREAS, the City of Sikeston has determined that the safety and well being of its
citizens requires additional regulations of premises that are licensed for consumption of
liquor and that due to the upcoming holiday season, it is necessary and reasonable that
the implementation be made as soon as possible.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SIKESTON, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION I: This ordinance shall be codified in the City Municipal Code.

SECTION II: Chapter 9.16 Alcoholic Beverages is amended by adding Section
916.360.

SECTIQNIII: Section 9.16.360 shall read as follows:



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

PAGE 4 CITY COUNCIL MINUTES DECEMBER 5, 2005

"If any person has a consumption of liquor license, his premises shall be
and remain a closed place between the hours of 1:30 a.m. and 6:00 a.m.
on weekdays and between the hours of 1:30 a.m. Sunday and 6:00 a.m.
Monday. A "closed place" is defined to mean a place where all doors are
locked and where no patrons are in the place or about the premises."

SECTION IV: General Repealer Section. Any ordinance or parts thereof inconsistent
herewith are hereby repealed.

SECTION V: Severability. Should any part or parts of this Ordinance be found or held
to be invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining part or parts shall
be severable and shall continue in full force and effect.

SECTION VI: Record of Passage:

A. Bill Number 5657 was introduced and read the first time this 5th day of
December, 2005.

B. Bill Number 5657 was read the second time and discussed on this 5th day of
December, 2005. Councilman Stokes moved to approve Bill Number 5657. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following roll call vote
recorded:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye. Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed,

and becoming Ordinance 5657.

C. Ordinance 5657 shall be in full force and effect from and after December 5, 2005.

Resolution 05-12-05. Support for the Historic Midtown Redevelopment Group

The Historic Midtown Redevelopment Group is an organization of interested citizens,
merchants and property owners seeking to revitalize downtown Sikeston. To proceed
with their plans, the group is seeking 501©3 recognition from the Internal Revenue
Service. Resolution 05-12-01 acknowledges the City's support of this organization.

Counselor Leible presented the resolution.

RESOLUTION 05-12-01

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SIKESTON, MISSOURI SUPPORTING THE
HISTORIC MIDTOWN DEVELOPMENT GROUP AND ITS EFFORTS TO REVITALIZE
SIKESTON'S DOWNTOWN DISTRICT.

WHEREAS: the Historic Midtown Development Group has been organized by
interested citizens, property owners and merchants of Sikeston's
downtown district; and

WHEREAS: the Historic Midtown Development Group seeks to revitalize Sikeston's
historic downtown district by providing support to existing businesses, and
bringing new retail, professional, food and entertainment establishments to
Downtown Sikeston; and

WHEREAS: the Historic Midtown Development Group though its partnership with the
City of Sikeston, Sikeston Board of Municipal Utilities, and Land Clearance
Redevelopment Authority seeks to remove existing blight and increase the
economic viability of Downtown Sikeston.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of
Sikeston, Missouri, that it desires to participate with the Historic Midtown
Redevelopment Group in these efforts.
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Read this 5th day of December, 2005, Councilman Terrell moved to approve Resolution
05-12-01. The motion was seconded by Councilman Rogers, discussed and voted
upon as follows:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye. Teachout Aye.
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

Authorization to Execute Lease of Essex Building by Cott Industries

Councilmen Rogers moved to table action on the lease of the Essex building to Cott
Industries, until the next meeting scheduled for December 19, 2005. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following vote recorded:

Pullen Aye, Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before the City Council, Councilman Rogers moved to
adjourn. The motion was seconded by Councilman Teachout and the following roll call
vote was recorded:

Pullen Ayje, Rogers Aye, Stokes Aye, Teachout Aye,
Terrell Aye, and Marshall Aye, thereby being passed.

APPROVED:

MICHAEL G. MARSHALL, MAYOR

ATTEST:

CARROLL L. COUCH, CITY CLERK

SEAL:
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City questions train increase
12/06/05
Scott We/ton
SIKESTON - When it
comes to Union Pacific's
planned changes for rail
traffic through Sikeston,
the community wants to
know "What's in it for us?"

Questions and concerns
from residents, school
officials, hospital
personnel and business
owners in addition to city officials were presented at a public
hearing held during the regular Sikeston City Council meeting
Monday. "We have a great deal of concern about safety, about
quality of life," said Mayor Mike Marshall.

"In what ways would it benefit us other than the crossings?" asked
Councilman Jerry Pullen.

Councilman Bill Stokes said he has already received many calls
about the proposed increase in train traffic. "People in the city
aren't in favor of this," he said.

In his opening remarks, Chris Peterson, director of government
affairs for the Union Pacific Railroad, said he and the other half-
dozen other railroad officials attended the hearing "so we can
answer those questions with facts about our project."

Peterson said safety is a priority for his railroad, but the
motivation for this project is Union Pacific's "need to improve
efficiency in our rail network."

Chris Peterson, director of government affairs of
the Uniot Pacific Railroad, addresses the Council.

i":

Dl Premiere Realty
«M» , ,
, 1817E MoloneAve,SkestoaM

" to View aH our fitting*,

Checkournew
stock

market module
I Click Here!

Search

[Archives p£| feb
I ..................................................... *£iJt i" :^-

Search tips Advanced

Search Google

\ ~. I !Q°

Local Poll
Do you oppose the
proposed increase in train
traffic through Sikeston

Yes c
No C

No opinion . G

h^p://news.mywebpal.com/ne\ys_tool_v2.cfm?show=archivedetails&pnpid=865&om=l&ArchiveID=1151... 4/20/2006



The Standard Democrat

I
Page 2 of3

I

I

I

I

I

Coupons! New!

Special Offers

Sikeston, MO

Clear 59°F

Weather Center
.by Intercast Weather

jatures
leal TV Listings

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

mp

He again explained how Union Pacific is seeking to acquire the
Burlington Northern Santa Fe tracks that run between Sikeston
and Rockview to reroute about 10 or 11 southbound trains so the
Dexter-Rockview line can run more northbound trains.

This directional running plan has obvious efficiency benefits for
Union Pacific. What possible benefit there is for Sikeston was less
clear.

Union Pacific filed a request with the Surface Transportation Board
in March for authorization to increase train traffic along the
Rockview-Sikeston line, according to Peterson. He said as it
typically takes a year for the STB to respond, "we anticipate
hearing from the STB by the end of March."

According to a letter sent to the city Nov. 30 which Peterson read
from during the hearing, UP is asking the city to close street
sections and relocate a sewer lift station.so the railroad can build
a curve connecting the north-south BNSF line with the east-west
UP line.

Peterson said the railroad is offering to upgrade the city's
crossings to "state of the art" and make the area eligible to be a
"quiet zone" in which trains don't sound horns.

A total of $14 million in safety improvements at crossings is
planned of which $2.5 million would be in Sikeston.

At the city's request, the UP is also offering to connect the city to
their signal controls for crossing devices so Department of Public
Safety dispatchers will know when crossing gates are going down.

DPS Director Drew Juden said anytime a 200-percent increase in
train traffic is being discussed, "it causes us great concern in
public safety."

Trains between 6,000 and 8,000 feet long will mean several
crossings will be blocked at the same time, Juden said, but his
main concern is with the number of train cars carrying hazardous
materials. "That number goes up 200 percent, also," he said.

Any train derailment, with a spill or not, "is going to be a
significant event," according to Juden. "In our business,
unfortunately, we have to look at worst- case scenarios and work
from there." All things considered, "we just as soon the trains be
routed on another route," he said.

Juden said as Sikeston has the highest population base along the
tracks involved in the project, "the majority of the money should
be spent here."

DPS will need to prepare its officers to respond to a hazmat
situation - and that means time and training, according to Juden.
"It's going to be an impact on the budget," he said. Juden said he

://news.iny\vebpal.com/news_tool_v2.cfin?shovv=archivedetai]s&pnpid=865&oni=::l&ArchiveID=1151... 4/20/2006
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hopes the railroad has a 100-percent safety record, "but if it
doesn't happen, we're going to be the ones dealing with it."

"From our perspective, one accident is too many," Peterson
assured, but he added that accidents do happen regardless of
preparation. He also related statistics showing rail as the safest
method of transporting hazardous materials. Trucks are an
alternative, "but rail is 16 times safer than trucks," Peterson said.

Peterson said trains southbound through Sikeston would mostly
be empties. Juden noted, however, that "an empty train car is not
like an empty glass" and may still contain 5-8 percent of their
load.

Peterson also discussed the railroad's safety education and
training programs.

"You emphasized greatly safety and you also mention efficiency,"
said John Mobley, senior vice president for Missouri Delta Medical
Center. "Did you sacrifice safety for efficiency?"

Peterson said while more trains means more risk, "I think you'll be
more safe because of the crossing improvements."

Addressing concerns about blocked crossings, Peterson said a
8,000-foot long train going about 35 miles per hour only takes 3-4
minutes at a crossing and Sikeston won't have the problems
Dexter has. "The crew change point at Dexter can cause some
blockages," he said. "This is going to be through traffic."

At the worst, trains may only block a crossing for 10 minutes in
Missouri, according to Peterson.

City Counselor Chuck Leible said it makes economic sense to route
all their trains south. Peterson said he had no knowledge of plans
to route any more than the 10-11 trains proposed but admitted
that no further authorization from the STB would be required to
do so once they are approved for an increase.

Responding to a question from Steve Borgsmiller, superintendent
of Sikeston Public Schools, a UP official confirmed that under
certain circumstances the railroad can impose eminent domain
against the city.

©2004 .My.WebPaL.corn. All rights reserved.
Contact us at webmaster@mywebpal.com

All other trademarks and Registered trademarks are property
of their respective owners.
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PHONE: 573-545-3549
PHONE: 573-471-9447

FAX: 573-545-3540

MEMBERS COUNTY COMMISSION

MARTIN PRIGGEL
PRESIDING COMMISSIONER

DENNIS ZIEGENHORN
FIRST DISTRICT COMMISSIONER

JAMIE BURGER
SECOND DISTRICT COMMISSIONER

SCOTT COUNTY COMMISSION
P.O. Box 188 • Benton, Missouri 63736

Tuesday, June 21, 2005

Doug Friend, City, Manager
City of Sikeston
105 East Centex. Street
Sikeston, Missouri 63801

Dear Mr. Friend:

On March 14, 2005, Union Pacific Railroad filed an application with the Surface Transportation Board requesting a
track exchange with Burlington Northern Railroad. The exchange will reroute train traffic current!}' passing through
Stoddard County onto railways in Scott County increasing traffic from the current level of 10 per day to 22 or more
trains per pay. As members of the Scott County commission, our concerns are for the health and safety of the county's
residents.

The proposed track switch will more titan double train traffic at six state highway crossing, eleven county road
crossings, and will cross numerous city streets. This increased volume and speed poses an unnecessary risk to the
motorists and pedestrian of our county who are unaccustomed to high volume train traffic. Additionally, the increased
traffic posses a risk to our residents by increasing response time of emergency services in the county. In validation of
this concern, we offer the following example. On Sunday, June 5, 2005, a public safety officer form the Sikeston
Department of Public Safety was dispatched to the west side of the city to investigate an altercation. He was
overwhelmed by a mob of 80 people and was pelted with rocks and bottles. After requesting backup, he was informed
that support would be delayed due to train traffic which had isolated the west end of the city. Train traffic is at an
increased level on that route as part of a temporary agreement. When backup arrived, 60 officers were needed to restore
order. We feel the increased traffic has and will endanger our citizens by lengthening response time for emergency
workers. Vital routes wiU be more frequently severed, isolating nursing homes and schools from ambulance, law
enforcement, and fire services.

Our opinion remains that the Union Pacific track exchange will unnecessarily endanger the citizens of Scott County
by moving traffic from routes designed and accustomed to high volume train traffic to routes unprepared and
unacquainted with the dangers of high volume and higher speed train traffic.

MARTIN :
Presiding Commissioner 2ncl District Commissioner
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Nine Residents Given Jail Time After Disturbance Last Week.

SIKESTON — Nine local residents were sentenced to jail after a large disturbance on the
1000 block of Ruth Street last week.

Judge Franklin Marshall sentenced the men and women who were either involved in the
incident or were arrested as a result of the disturbance on June 5.

The disturbance began at approximately 9:30 p.m. when an altercation began, leading to
an officer with the Sikeston Department of Public Safety being dispatched. Upon the
officer's arrival, he was pelted by bottles and bricks from a large gathering of about 80
people.

a southbound train. With backup stalled, the officer was advised to vacate the area. When
the supervisor and additional officers arrived a short time later they were also pelted by
bottles and bricks. At that point, an all- call was issued for DPS personnel.
Approximately 60 officers responded to the disturbance and arrests were made.

"Nine Residents Given Jail Time After Disturbance Last Week."
Standard-Democrat 15 June 2005, sec. A: 1.

I The officer immediately called for back-up, however additional officers were held up by
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Missouri Delta Medical Center

February 6,2006

FEB
Mr. Doug Friend
City Manager
105 East Center
Sikeston, MO 63801

Dear Mr. Friend:

I would like to express the concerns of Missouri Delta Medical Center on the proposed
increase in train traffic through the City of Sikeston. All of the healthcare resources in
the City of Sikeston are on the east side of the track. During periods when the trains
block the east-west roads, the residents who live west of the tracks have no health care
readily available. This is a serious situation.

When a health crisis occurs, the time required to access care is critical. In the case of a
heart attack, stroke, or major trauma, four or five minutes can mean the difference
between life and death. The wait required for a train to pass can seriously impact care. It
does not seem to be reasonable to block, on a daily basis, a large portion of the residents
of Sikeston from emergency health care services.

We feel that the additional train traffic will have a very negative impact on the healthcare
of the residents of Sikeston. It is just a matter of time until a critical situation arises as a
result of this new traffic.

Missouri Delta Medical Center is opposed to this increase in train traffic and would like
to offer its support to the city's efforts. We would be willing to participate in any way we
can. Please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Missouri Delta Medical Center

Charles Ancell
President

1008 North Main
Sikeston, Missouri 63801 -5099
(573)471-1600
Fax: (573)472-7606





I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

PO Box 1559 l^Jj^idp' PO Box 390
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Sikeston, MO 63801 mmmtmyg^gj Eidon, MO 65026
573.481.9625 JMpSHHBSEf- 573.392.0316
573.481.9637 • Fax W Fax • 573.392.0325

February 2, 2006 r

Senator Kit Bond " "l •-
Federal Building, Room 140 ,.,>.
339 Broadway ' ' ' £5 {/ //
Cape Girardeau, Missouri 63701

RE: Union Pacific proposal to re-route additional trains though Sikeston, Missouri

Dear Senator,

As an operator of a skilled nursing facility in Sikeston, Missouri (Clearview Nursing Center), it has been brought to
our attention that Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) has submitted a proposal to re-route additional trains through
Sikeston, Missouri. The proposal involves constructing a connection between the Union Pacific/Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) track crossing in order allow south bound BNSF trains to turn west onto the UPRR
track. The north/south tracks of BNSF run directly beside our nursing facility.

Currently BNSF only runs two (2) trains weekly on the north/south line. However, the proposal would immediately
increase the train traffic on this line to twenty (20) per day with the potential for unlimited train traffic. This is of
grave concern to our facility as it would negatively impact our resident lives due to the increase noise. The
proposal presented no specifics as to the abatement of the noise.

Of even greater concern is that the significant increase in the number of trains would have a negative impact on the
response times of the emergency vehicles that visit our facility. The increased train traffic could/would decrease
the response time of an emergency medical vehicle in the event of a medical emergency at our facility, which
would mean a delay in our residents receiving emergency medical attention.

Thank you for the opportunity to express our opinions in this matter. If you have any questions, please call Tom
Hudspeth at 573-392-0316.

Sincerely,

ics C. Lincoln
President, Clearview Nursing Center

cc: Michael G. Marshall, Mayor
105 East Center Street
Sikeston, Missouri 63801
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Hunter Acres Caring Center
628 North West Street
Sikeston, MO 63801

573-471-7130
Fax 573-471-4234

January 18,2006

__________________
Federal Building, Room 140
339 Broadway JAR 1 9 2006
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701

Dear Senator Bond:

This letter is being sent to you for the purpose of enlisting your assistance in helping to have the
Union Pacific Railroad to abandon its plan to develop a new spur which will allow westward
movement of trains entering Sikeston from the north on BNSF tracks. Based on the information
that has been provided by the railroad, it is their intent to upon completion, increase train traffic
by as much as 20 to 25 trains per day. This increase in traffic will have potential of a significant
impact on our health care facility in which almost 100 frail and elderly reside. The facility is
located west of the north-south rail line which will be bringing the trains into town. Our referral
hospital is located east of the rail line and in addition, all emergency medical transportation
services are also on the east side of railroad track.

With this as a practical reality, we can envision needing to make emergency referrals which
could be significantly impeded by the need for the trains to stow and possibly stop while opening
the spur to allow the train to proceed west. This action, because normal trains are approximately
a mile long, will preclude access to the facility because all intersections north of the spur will be
blocked as the trains move through. With the fact that as many as 25 more trains a day will
traverse through the city, this has the potential to greatly impact individuals in need of acute
referrals. The railroad has track already available in Northern Scott County which they could use
for the additional traffic with all of it being located in sparsely populated rural areas. Your
intervention with the Federal Surface Transportation Safety Board to help convince the railroad
that another alternative could be better for them to pursue will be greatly appreciated.

I am along with this letter enclosing attachments which visually shows what the Union Pacific is
attempting to do. I will also outline the location of important health care facilities that will be
impacted.

We thank you in advance for your help in addressing this significant problem.

Sincerely,

William C. Mitchell
Vice President, Operations & Licensure

Enclosure

WCM/js

Cc: Mayor Mike Marshall
State Representative Peter Meyers



8



I •

TowruTwi'riA/lnj, jne.4de.Ma w ww&ncfi, <Jnc.

I
I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

BOX 586 51.5.N.WESTST. ' . (314)472-0583 SIKESTON, MO. 63801

February 9,2006 .rffl / J

Senator Kit Bond
Federal Building, R.oom 140
339 Broadway
Cape Girardeau, MO. 63701

Dear Senator Bond,

My name is Harvey Cooper. I am the Executive Director of Community Sheltered
Workshop Inc. And at present we employ One Hundred Forty Developmentally Disabled
individuals in our plant. We transport all of these people to and from their homes each
day, which requires having to cross this particular set of tracks. I have fifteen busses that
are involved in this operation. Due to the disabilities of our workers we also have to get
them to and from the doctor visits as well as emergency trips if accidents occur during the
day. Picture if you will a few situations that not only could occur but also in most cases
will, if given enough time. Community Sheltered Workshop is a shop that is heavy into
woodworking and along with that comes the possibility of cutting accidents. I would
hate to have that happen and find that the tracks were blocked, keeping us from medical
attention for our people. Seizure disorders, which do happen requiring that the driver
return to the shop for assistance. This situation could be on either side of the tracks.

I have been in the Dexter area during train hold over those lasted hours with the tracks
blocked. We simply cannot have that happen here. There are far too many people
including schools, nursing homes, workshop, and residents that would be greatly
impacted with these changes.

There is also the possibility of chemical spills, which mandated the emergency personnel
be trained and that the hospital also be set up with costly equipment to handle such
things. These are extremely high dollar items that are the responsibility of our local
government. It appears to me that there is no positive side to these changes and an awful
lot of negatives.

The only job ̂  S w can't do are the ones we don't know about.
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This letter is being sent to request your assistance in regard to the proposed changes in
the train traffic in the Sikeston Mo. Area. Please lend your voice to the concerns that we
all have. Your thoughts and assistance is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely

\̂ _M*~-<-^
Harvey L.-Cooper
Executive Director
Community Sheltered Workshop Inc.
Sikeston Mo.
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SIKESTON R-6

January 3, 2006

SENT VIA FACSIMILE 573-634-6005

Senator Christopher S. Bond
308 East High Street
Suite 202
Jefferson City, MO 65101-3237

RE: Union Pacific Railroad Proposed Track
Changes in Sikeston, Missouri

Dear Senator Bond:

I recently received information regarding the proposal of Union Pacific Railroad to re-route
additional trains through Sikeston, Missouri. It is my understanding from the public
hearings conducted by the City of Sikeston and my review of the information that Union
Pacific intends to increase train traffic from approximately two (2) trains per week to an
unspecified and unlimited number. The Fall 2005 Route 60 Journeys pamphlet published by
MoDOT suggests an increase to up to 20 trains per day. A Union Pacific representative has
advised that once the proposal was approved, the train traffic would be limitless.

The Sikeston R-6 School District provides a quality education to approximately 3,800
students, has ten (10) separate facilities throughout the local community, and is the third
largest employer in the city. Union Pacific's proposal to take land and increase train traffic,
if approved, would have a detrimental effect on the District. The Middle School, an
attendance center for grades six and seven located at 510 Lindenwood, lies directly in the
path of the "re-routing" and would be most adversely impacted. This plan would also sever
the major east-west arteries running through Sikeston and the surrounding areas causing a
disruption in our services, seriously hampering our ability to provide bus services to
students throughout the district, It would also impede a parent's ability to transport a
student to school and would disrupt the work schedule of our employees.

The proposal poses serious health and safety problems to the citizens of Sikeston. It offers
no plan for uninterrupted basic emergency sendees. A Union Pacific spokesman stated at a
public hearing on December 5, 2005, that the proposal could not benefit the Sikeston
community in any way.

We strongly oppose Union Pacific's proposal to increase train traffic and request your
assistance in stopping this plan.

Respectfully,

Stephen J, Borgsmwler, Superintendent
Sikeston R-6 Schools

SJB/kmb
OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT

1002 Virginia Street • Sikeston, Missouri 63801
573-472-2581 (FAX) 573-472-2584
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TELEPHONES
SCOTT CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL

LENNIES MCFERREN, PRINCIPAL
(573)471-2001

tax (573) 471-2004

SCOTT CENTRAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
TIM THOMPSON, PRINCIPAL

(573)471-3511
tax (573) 471-3515

^/"Y\ V
VJV'

(^OUNTV
~

Dr. Joel B. Holland; Superintendent
email: jholland@scottclentral;k12,mo.us

20794 US Hwy. 61 -%ikestonrMissouri 63801-7260
Phone (5|J))471_^6,*fax (573) 471-2029 .

BOARD OF EDUCATION
MARK FREED, PRES.

MICHAEL BLISSETT, V. PRES.
STEVE JOHNSON, SEC.
DICK GRIFFIN, TREAS.

LINDA WILLIAMS
STEVE POBST
ERIC KESLER

July 26, 2006

Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman
Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20423

RE: Docket #34672

Dear Chairman Buttrey:

I would like to express my concerns on Union Pacific's proposal to increase train traffic
through Sikeston, Missouri and the surrounding communities. According to newspaper
articles, Union Pacific has filed a petition with your office, the Surface Transportation
Board, to acquire 23.7 miles of track between Rockview and Sikeston. Union Pacific
officials have indicated that once this petition is approved, they could increase train
traffic by 10 or 11 trains per day.

As superintendent of the Scott County Central School district, my concern is not only for
myself but for the students in this district. This proposal would have a great impact in
our ability to provide bus services to our students and it would also affect parent's who
transport their children to and from school as well as the employees of our school
system. With this in mind, I do not see this proposal as having a positive benefit to us.

I oppose Union Pacific's petition to increase their train traffic and offer my support in the
City of Sikeston's effort to keep this out of our community.

Sincerely,

(/Joel B. Holland, Superintendent
Scott County Central School District
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

July 28, 2006

Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman
Surface Transportation Board
1925KSt. N.W.
Washington DC 20423-0001

Re: Docket #34672

Dear Mr. Buttrey:

I am writing this letter on behalf of the plant managers of the three industries in
the Sikeston Education, Business and Technology Park in Sikeston, Missouri.
Their facilities are located on the West side of the BNSF railroad. These
industries employ over 1000 people with a great majority traversing the railroad
crossing on a daily basis to and from work. Their safety and welfare are of great
concern to these plant mangers. Kelly Harms, plant manager for Unilever, is very
concerned because his employees have trouble now with the amount of railroad
traffic. Any increase of railroad traffic will only add to the problem. CTS Trailers
and Atlas Cold Storage run numerous 18 wheelers a day over the crossing on
Highway ZZ.

The increase of railroad traffic would have a tremendous impact on the ability to
respond to any emergency situation that might occur in the Sikeston Industrial
Park. We are also in the process of building a 100m gallon Ethanol Plant on the
west side of the Railroad that could be affected by the increased traffic.

On behalf of all the employees in the Sikeston Industrial Park, we encourage
your careful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

Ed Dust, Director
Sikeston DED

128 North New Madrid, Sikeston, MO 63801 • (573)471-2780 « Fax (573) 471-7564
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Fellow Residents of Sikeston, Scott County, and Southeast Missouri

JOIN US
In our fight with Union Pacific, Together we can speak in numbers too large to be ignored.

WehoM Ihcsc truths «> be self-evident.:'
- The power to run trains through populated areas in ihc power to destroy those coawnitrtitiea
- It is safer to run trains through the countryside than through populated areas..
- The proposal to nm liains »cross » high -speed, Interslate-rj-pe highway with It ,000 curs and trucks a day is simply UrespoasiWe.
- For the trains of Union Pmciftc, (he nortfosra route ts shorter, straighler, faster and safer.
- VrTieii Big Business, and particularly x highly profitable, federally regulated monopoly, docs not net responsibly, it is the obligation of Ifae government to intervene.
We are the people who drain the i-wamps awl cleared the land We arc the people who built « Power Plant, an Industrial fade tod a Junior College for ourselves aad our children's

future. We did ncH ask for federal money, we goc no tax credits or "earmarked" funds from the federal treasury. The only lobbyists" we send Cci Washington are called "Senator" and
"Congressman.** AJ1 we ask is that these achievements not be destroyed fot Ibc sake of Union Pacific"* next quarterly report
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rwî Sr*
li^Kl^Kn '
Hvi MwxIirtM
Enuir. Stuwi
hir&biflir
IwMiwlKk

2SS-
Miiii Ellm JeMWM
tJui^ofcauv
I>I«Ull«<m,Sr

E»
IjrntoCir
KmfcKJblwM

»™;iS#«n

I^jM^
V&tt, Cw^**"

. P«IC«*«
Ciutrvlewi
OMUOu&n
CXurrluinn
l^bcrt tLvm

saw
fcufcyVkkHrEkr:
-JSilS*^-
vM>Ojnn«M

ffSL.
»&4C*uOan
ScMCMkani
toftnCHAaBi
LM&Fwfcrt*
D«MW»dA

OiwjlHuBiJun
•fi™. MnCwUkM

ad?
Kt^»
M*M>i<̂ i«a
RmdyOihii*
IwMnianiKkit
MikfcrfSW-

IkKylVH
tti.t,-, L*!'BH
XU**H4SHW

' Jjy El«pw

UHb«7wte
Uwwd l'«*i

•W"

ClMlM CkwlMH

ssfcr1™
DwMxkodml
f*k. H^flnMo*
S»™dn*«

lhflii,D™s*
AnnKKUHn
KnUnuiUiCkllM
C-.yfc«h«
UtwHn«

sasr
.VmDwfc

• U^SMM

SSt,™
OwiirMi
•JdudMw™
GUIJMu*

HniylMM

ESr

lUfMH
M.lfc*

S5£Sr.«
MKhdkPnwie

'ttwh snwrtkM
McOjNitMn
amd*Hiv|Nt«j±r^
T*W"L-™ -
Sw*r*«h<«y
5o3rric*-i
W-A-lBtt

aS îf™'
IMMcHow
1Mb «. W*™
DouMriMH

tssi*"

JakntiyiaBt
f40ic*A.SIwlu
OwloiB-SJwht

TbdWMtaihFr
Vkpu Wta*n(rr
hMslLMlHIRlIl

ti^d«Bi!dpni

Kidx*a O.OIM;
Kirn»id a ClHK, 1
AtaBn*.
R^iHMlGtamtn
fylcOUw
Ua«M«ttH
SKWdM
K«i:v£.t.r«p^iib eaiTit
Tin} KM**
Uofc ffl-d
MmhUianiiw

»£r
fe-l-feKmk
UD«. 1>.|C™»

lUntLthn
LTmily MuKemmrr
RMunl UM^uwiy .

"•iXJynKkSr

OaMftt NeAnuk)!

Chudhrkxl

HwHiinilw
r^KJ.Mwnt
tfvtiLfu
QHtwtom
UtdkMlivM

STSL**'
$£t̂ '

S?!!̂ *
Oro.̂ S l̂w
IMRW
IHuiiMiN
MIMWI
AHnHntf

g±S»l

hiirUywi
VkkllhOM
TaoiCUi*^
tciifcK^Hliq-'
VUbwCby

ss.

FMUtutf
A*tal%
UnyE^

MvyUnil^t

.a
TuHOn^M

SucvfMw
iM^nSdT

Eras

I. EuU. • (may C«d.
•Ml BwdhMnw
r'aMM ' T)«lliri»M

O*n«Si«-™'
»!31««̂

.JMnfliiffl-, .

sStei3*
gte."-
Tmun*
faUFi*
Duvtffiw
Ow^UUtt

Vt«imDa>«r
DUrKMkr
mu.infum*-b^aiA

afe

l^j^Wcbb

KfjSr

C™.1***

ESt

sans-.
twUOodk
kffD.ii>
RMSdHin
IhrH*-.
Wont ILopoit*

asS
Ud.«™Wtk
<^mRmX

LBM^MH
KurBLHUum
OwKutfcm

Bvtun I. WdUct
Mw| 'Am Sui-ixf

, »j»JjL,w»afl

Milx hUtitm KjunKiiui Cx-s 'rticti Miar-l J-mtj' JalniMiu Lm-'Mlii:

Pieasc join us. Add your name to our list. Complete uic auachcd farm »ud send a, to Sikeston City Hall, Talk with your firicrnds and neighbors and get iltern lo do the sjune. Please I
reqxind by July 30.

"Union Pacific has a powerful lobby in Washington, but they don'l like to tangle wilt Senators" Gil Camiiehael, railroad adv<icatc and Head Administrator, Federal Railroad
Administration, 1989-93.

Together this is a fight we can win. It's litetally a niafler of life or death, as individuals and as ccuWtniinilies, We have no choke but to fiishi.
Proverbs: "Without vision, the people perish."
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E
JD
D

CO

CO

(T>
JQ

E
CO

6
c:

?
CO
O
CM
COm

-t•t —
CO
Is-
^™
r-

0)
o
o

CM
O
CO

1
CO
c

CD

co
CD
in

^̂™
00
h-
T—N-

Po
O

CM
O
CO

1
O

CO

CO

$
m

u
JD

CO
CO

CD

m
CD
in

c
/•N3
CO
CD
T3
T3

X
CD

LU

CO
CO
in

CD

1
Q
0)

CO

Is-
co
in

1 H
ud

so
n 

P
et

er
s

CO
COLO

Q.
ij
CD
Q
.9-

OL
CO
co
m

c
CD
N

4jf

£

o
Is-
m

c
J2

I K
at

hl
ee

n 
M

cC
k

T~

N-
m

CD

O
be:

CO
CD
O
CM
Is-

i
CO
c
CD

O
co
in

C

c
CD

CC

—i

CD

i
m

B
ria

n 
M

ilb
ac

h

LO

LO

_cy

o
LL

CD
JO
E

COt--in

I N
or

m
 H

os
ki

ns

h-N.m

CD

O
•4—1

"55
CO

co
N-
m

ooo

^
CO

in

o
o
Q
CD
C
F
o
CO
in

Je
re

m
y 

A
nd

er
s

CO
m

CM
O
co
Is-
T—

r*—
"Sf

TJ
"o

00
CM
00

CD
C
CO
05
Q

CO

00
m

•§
o

fR'
<f>
E
to
•n
.2

CD

1
Q_
mo>
CO

CO

E
CD

CD
c
o

CO
CO
in

o

"35

jz

©

a
03

JD

.E
fc

co
Is-
^̂

>>,

CD

1

if
&
o
O
CO
CO
CD

JZ
0)

CD

E

CO

coin

CDm
"O

1
CD
O
<
•* —
CM
CO

E
"1
k»

| C
om

m
od

or
e 

B
i

m
CO

F
8
o
o
co

F
£

>

5
TO

'o

-4-*

CO
c
CD
O
CD
LL

Is-
O
CO

_c

CD

•c1

CD
JC

CD
CO
LO

oo

1
ro

Co

CO

J3
m%
CO

o

CO
C
CD
O
CD
LL

h-
O
00

R
ic

ha
rd

 M
ar

vi
n

Is-coin

en
CD
co
in
t —
Is-
•>*•

CD

CO
JC.

E
o
<?
t —
CM

G
in

a 
U

hr
ha

n

00
COm

•* — .
in
N.T—\
N.

•E
CD

CO
T.
CO
o

CO
CD

1

CD
-3

CD
CO
in

oIs-
CMx—
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Ĵ-

^—

CO

C--

CD
O
00

"a
oDC:
"C

o
U

N
in

a 
R

ob
is

on

in
CD

(N
co
T-

in

h-rf

W
ak

ef
ie

ld

CO
o
CM

L__o
CO

COc
CO

CO

CO

rn
cS
co

r--

55
CO

co
Q
in
cn

B
ar

ba
ra

 J
. B

ox

i

oo
CD

in
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ĵ-

CM

0

CO
CQ
15
0
Q

T-

CD

co
o
m
co

N-
"xt

CO
CO

^_
o
CO

fc»
0

1 B
re

nd
a 

La
nc

as

''

p

CO

CO

1s-
•sf

o>
CO
m

1
O)

I
d
O
in
T—
•t —

[J
am

es
 S

m
ar

t

CN CO

CD CD

CMr-
o

j

CN
CM

CO
rsi

-Nt'-t

1

oo

Ta
nn

er
 S

t.

•̂ t
T—

m CD

! R
an

dy
 J

oh
ns

on

ĵ-
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ô

1
CO

CO

CO

co
c
o
2

tri|co
o o

I

i

i

CO
0-t~*

T3

CO
Q
N-
-sf
o

—
c
"c
0
Q

*=
"co

00

o

c?
c
c
0
Q

d
JOo
CQ To

m
 M

ar
sh

al
l 

1

0:0
"st- If)
o;o

;

!

] '
i
!! C

1 J
ud

y 
M

ar
sh

al
l 

|

in
o
T-

E
dw

ar
d 

G
. 

P
at

te
rs

o

CM
IOo
T—

L_
0

cn
o

to

6
CO
in
o
T—

CM
CO
0)
D)
COa.



E
ve

ly
n 

T
ea

ch
ou

t

mo

Jr
"co

1
in
m
o

K
ar

en
 F

or
tm

an

CO

o

CO

g
O
c
co
CO
zt

CO S
he

ila
 G

un
te

r

N- CO
in mo o

1

1

— j

1
0
z
c

TZ

Q.
CO

c
o
CO
0
-z.
uj

0
CO

O5m
o

o
CD
O

M
at

th
ew

 N
el

so
n

i —
COo

;

ii

.- - -1

1

Jo
na

th
an

 N
el

so
n

CM
CDo

0
CO
0

~2L
c

"E
CO
"c"
0

CO

J

S
ha

nn
on

 N
el

so
n

CO!'*
CO CD
O o

V)

1

m
COo

!•

Ii

1

1

!

o
CO

— 0

<S! co
2 CO
CD
CD
O

N-
CD
O

C
CO
E
0
o
O

I
E
I-

[

1

1

C
CO

E
0

8
E
o

00 CD
CQICO
O^O

|

H
un

te
r 

M
cC

la
in

o
o

S
co

tt 
M

cC
la

in

T~*

N-
O

1

i

Li
nd

a 
M

cC
la

in

CM
N-
O

1

0
CO

•g
CC

TJ

— > T
im

 R
od

ge
rs

CO

O

•st

o

co 82
«'.§>

E;E
CO CO

inr-
o

CD

O

Je
ff 

Jo
hn

so
n

Ko

C
hr

is
ti 

Jo
hn

so
n

oo
o

R
ob

 R
od

ge
rs

i

1

«C\|
• C l̂
i I*"**1

! T—

N-

\

i

Le
sl

ie
 R

od
ge

rs

CD
r«>.o

ocoo

f=
CO

O)

Z
CD
•H Ĵ"
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ĴZ
Q.

CD
"<t
CM
x—

to
fll

i_
Oc
CO
o•+-•

•4-'

(_
0
CO
0

to
.»«*

0
o
3

0

A
lla

n 
S

to
ne

ci
ph

h»-t
CM
T-

K
at

hr
yn

 H
am

ra

co
-?t
CM
t —

2
CO
I
c
o

•4-*

I

O)
"<t
CM
T—

0
C.

CO
!c
0

.a
CO
CO
0
E
CO

—31

<e
st

on
's

 ^

CO

"8
£
b

2
E
CO

2
CO
O

o
m
CM•< —

B
re

nd
a 

H
ee

b

•* —
IO
CM
T™

ooco



JQ
CD
CD
I
C
CO
Q

CM
in
CM

E
ric

a 
V

an
de

ve
n

CO
in
CM

R
an

da
l J

. V
an

de
ve

n

CM

B
ar

ba
ra

 A
. 

S
im

ps
on

inm
CM

CD

~sz

of

c
CO
Q

CDm
CM

—

C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 J
oh

ns
on

m
CM

i D
ia

nn
a 

Jo
hn

so
n

CO
in
CM

CD
"O
"c
c/)
iii
CO0

co

CDm
CM

CD

CO

E
o
0)

ô
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Before The
Surface Transportation Board

CONTAINS COLOR IMAGES

RECEIVED AliG - 2 2008

STB Finance Docket No. 34672

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY
ACQUISITION AND OPERATION EXEMPTION -

LINE OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN
AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY

LETTER
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159 Bluebird Lane
Chaffee, Missouri 63740
July 28, 2006

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams
Secretary
The Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20423-0001

Re: Notice Finance Docket No. 34672; Union Pacific Railroad Company -
Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company

Attached is a petition to the STB signed by ten individuals from six families who would
be very adversely and irreparably affected if the STB approves Union Pacific's Petition
for Acquisition and Operation Exemption of the line of the Burlington Northern and
Santa Fe Railway Company between Rockview and Sikeston, Missouri.

The petition states: "We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union
Pacific's exemption request for acquiring the BNSF track between
Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to instead
recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route
between Rockview, Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an
Environmental Impact Statement be required, not simply an
Environmental Assessment. Our only access to our homes is across a
private railway crossing. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased
traffic and resulting increased blockages of our crossings would have a
detrimental effect on our safety and health, as it may result in blockage
of the crossing when emergency entry or exit is needed."

In the filing by Union Pacific Railroad Company, Union Pacific requested that the
Surface Transportation Board exempt UPRR's proposed acquisition and operation of the
BNSF line from Rockview, Missouri to Sikeston, Missouri from 49 IJ.S.C. 11323
pursuant to 49 U.S.C, 10502. UPRR states: "Under 49 U.S.C, 10502, however, this
acquisition should be exempt from regulation. UPRR's acquisition of the Line will
promote several elements of the rail transportation policy of 49 IJ.S.C. without running
afoul of any." Later in the filing, UPRR again states that "The acquisition will promote
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significant provisions of the rail transportation policy and will not run counter to any
goals of this policy."

49 U.S.C. 10502 states "...the Board, to the maximum extent consistent with this
part, shall exempt a person, class of persons, or a transaction or service whenever
the Board finds that the application in whole or in part of a provision of this part -

(1) is not necessary to carry out the transportation policy of
section 10101 of this title;

Sec. 10101 states "Rail transportation policy
In regulating the railroad industry, it is the policy of the

United States Government -
(8) to operate transportation facilities and equipment without

detriment to the public health and safety;"

Union Pacific Railroad Company left out of their filing application any mention of this
policy 10101(8). If UPRR receives approval for this acquisition, it will be to the
detriment of the public health and safety of people along the proposed acquisition.

My family's health and safety will be detrimentally affected by this acquisition. We have
only one route onto our property, which is located between Chaffee, Missouri and Oran,
Missouri and borders the track being proposed for acquisition. The increased train traffic
would make it more likely that, our private railroad crossing would be blocked should the
need arise for police, ambulance, or fire emergency vehicles to access our property. We
are already experiencing blockages of 45 minutes to over two hours on our only exit with
just the addition of the Union Pacific coal trains that have been added to this route
following the STB's approval of FD#34513. This is unacceptable.

Five other families along this stretch of track are in the same situation of only having a
single access road to their homes with that access being across the railroad tracks. Each
of these families has signed the attached petition.

Attached are aerial (from Google Earth) and ground level color photos of the crossings
and properties that are affected by this issue. On aerial photos the green area to the east
are wooded hills, blocking exit to the east for each family. Exits to the north and south
are blocked by adjacent private land ownership. This leaves the only exit for all these
families to the west across the railroad tracks and then connecting to State Highway 77.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Brenda Heeb
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| Exhibit 1 - Petition to the STB signed by members of the Heeb, Johnson, Snider,
Simpson, Vandeven, arid White families

I Exhibit 2 - Aerial photograph showing two private crossings - crossing # 1 for Johnson
and Snider families, and crossing #2 for Simpson, Vandeven, and White familes

I Exhibit 3 — Aerial photograph showing private crossings for Heeb family

m Exhibit 4 - Ground level photo of crossing for Johnson and Snider families

Exhibit 5 — Ground level photo of crossing for Simpson, Vandeven, and White families

f Exhibit 6 — Ground level photo of crossing for Heeb family
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EXHIBIT 1

PETITION TO STB IRE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC ILIL

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, 'Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB IE: Docket
#34672, Union. Pacific Railroad Company Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring tie BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of IDT" double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter,, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. Our only access to our homes is across a private railway
crossing,, If UP*s exemption is granted, the increased traffic and resulting increased blockages
of our crossings would have a detrimental effect on our safety and health, as it may result in

s
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159 Bluebird Lane
Chaffee, Missouri 63740
July 31,2006

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams
Secretary
The Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20423-0001

Re: Notice Finance Docket No. 34672; Union Pacific Railroad Company -
Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company

Attached is a petition (1 of 3) to the STB signed by 326 individuals who would be very
adversely and irreparably affected if the STB approves Union Pacific's Petition for
Acquisition and Operation Exemption of the line of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe
Railway Company between Rockview and Sikeston, Missouri. For all three petitions
submitted today there is a total of 747 individuals who signed the petitions.

The petition states: "We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union
Pacific's exemption request for acquiring the BNSF track between
Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to instead
recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route
between Rockview, Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an
Environmental Impact Statement be required, not simply an
Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the
increased traffic and resulting increased blockages of our crossings
would have a detrimental effect on our safety and health, as it may
result in blockage of the crossing when emergency entry or exit is
needed."

In the filing by Union Pacific Railroad Company, Union Pacific requested that the
Surface Transportation Board exempt UPRR's proposed acquisition and operation of the
BNSF line from Rockview, Missouri to Sikeston, Missouri from 49 U.S.C. 11323
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 10502, UPRR states: "Under 49 U.S.C. 10502, however, this
acquisition should be exempt from regulation. UPRR's acquisition of the Line will
promote several elements of the rail transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. without running
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afoul of any." Later in the filing, UPRR again states that "The acquisition will promote
significant provisions of the rail transportation policy and will not run counter to any
goals of this policy."

49 U.S.C. 10502 states "...the Board, to the maximum extent consistent with this
part, shall exempt a person, class of persons, or a transaction or service whenever
the Board finds that the application in whole or in part of a provision of this part -

(1) is not necessary to carry out the transportation policy of
section 10101 of this title;

Sec. 10101 states "Rail transportation policy
In regulating the railroad industry, it is the policy of the

United States Government -
(8) to operate transportation facilities and equipment without

detriment to the public health and safety;"

Union Pacific Railroad Company left out of their filing application any mention of this
policy 10101(8). If UPRR receives approval for this acquisition, it will be to the
detriment of the public health and safety of people along the proposed acquisition.

The health and safety of the people who signed the attached petition will be detrimentally
affected by this acquisition. The increased train traffic would make it more likely that a
railroad crossing would be blocked should the need arise for police, ambulance, or fire
emergency vehicles to go over a crossing. The increased train traffic would also make it
more likely that a crossing would be blocked if a person or persons needed to get across a
crossing in an emergency.

Attached are the petitions for 326 people who signed this petition.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Brenda Heeb
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| Petition to the STB signed by 326 individuals
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed. =
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
i

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed. ._ __
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment, If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

SIGNATURE ADDRESS

77}



PETITION TO STB RE: FD034672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific 'Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

SIGNATURE



1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

JT JCi * JLJL JL\jr* 1 VS 0 JL0 JRJCj . M* JLFff.7*ffO / Z. U I1- JLV/n JT /1X- AC IX, IV.IV.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey,'Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request fi:»r
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of IIP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage js needed. __
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB KE: Docke
#34672, Union Facile Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of th
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental .Assessment. 'If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when, an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB BE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company,

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject: Union Pacific's exemption, request For
acquiring the BNSF track between. Rockview, Mo. and SIkeston, Mo, and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental. Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO1 STB RE: FD&34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Dockel
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and -Operation Exemption - Line of tiu
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's -exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB. to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, mot
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP*s exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to' Mr. W. Douglas Bottrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe 'Railway Company.

We,, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Roekview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
I>S|ssage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, .1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, IXC. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passagejs needed. __
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation 'Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safely, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD034672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
.passage
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman., Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Roekview, Mo, and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation .Board, 1.925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment, if HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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I PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
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PETTTON T$ STB RE: FM34672 UN»N PACIFIC RJL

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP doable tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJR.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
[passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: ED#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company -Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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| PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
[Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket

: #34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

; We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
: acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP*s exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.

NAME (PRINT) SIGNATURE



PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJL

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W.Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Suriace Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 21)423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company,

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BIM'SF track between Rockview, M.o. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. Our only access to our homes is across a private railway
crossing. If HP's exemption is granted,, the increased traffic and resulting increased blockages
of our crossings would have a detrimental effect on our safety and health, as it may result, in
blockage of the crossing when emergency entry or exitjs needed.
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Before The
Surface Transportation Board

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

STB Finance Docket No. 34672

I UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY
* -- ACQUISITION AND OPERATION EXEMPTION

LINE OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN
• AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY

PETITION
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159 Bluebird Lane
Chaffee, Missouri 63740
July 31,2006

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams
Secretary
The Surface Transportation Board
1.925 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20423-0001

Re: Notice Finance Docket No. 34672; Union Pacific Railroad Company -
Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company

Attached is a petition (2 of 3) to the STB signed by 210 individuals who would be very
adversely and irreparably affected if the STB approves Union Pacific's Petition for
Acquisition and Operation Exemption of the line of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe
Railway Company between Rockview and Sikeston, Missouri, For all three petitions
submitted today there is a total of 747 individuals who signed the petitions.

The petition states: "We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union
Pacific's exemption request for acquiring the BNSF track between
Rockview, Mo, and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to instead
recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route
between Rockview, Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an
Environmental Impact Statement be required, not simply an
Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the
increased traffic and resulting increased blockages of our crossings
would have a detrimental effect on our safety and health, as it may
result in blockage of the crossing when emergency entry or exit is
needed."

In the filing by Union Pacific Railroad Company, Union Pacific requested that the
Surface Transportation Board exempt UPRR's proposed acquisition and operation of the
BNSF line from Rockview, Missouri to Sikeston, Missouri from 49 U.S.C. 11.323
pursuant to 49 U.S.C, 10502. UPRR states: "Under 49 U.S.C. 10502, however, this
acquisition should be exempt from regulation. UPRR's acquisition of the Line will
promote several elements of the rail transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. without running
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afoul of any." Later in the filing, UPRR again states that "The acquisition will promote
significant provisions of the rail transportation policy and will not run counter to any
goals of this policy."

49 U.S.C. 10502 states "...the Board, to the maximum extent consistent with this
part, shall exempt a person, class of persons, or a transaction or service whenever
the Board finds that the application in whole or in part of a provision of this part -

(1) is not necessary to carry out the transportation policy of
section 10101 of this title;

Sec. 10101 states "Rail transportation policy
In regulating the railroad industry, it is the policy of the

United States Government -
(8) to operate transportation facilities and equipment without

detriment to the public health and safety;"

Union Pacific Railroad Company left out of their filing application any mention of this
policy 10101(8). If UPRR receives approval for this acquisition, it will be to the
detriment of the public health and safety of people along the proposed acquisition.

The health and safety of the people who signed the attached petition will be detrimentally
affected by this acquisition. The increased train traffic would make it more likely that a
railroad crossing would be blocked should the need arise for police, ambulance, or fire
emergency vehicles to go over a crossing. The increased train traffic would also make it
more likely that a crossing would be blocked if a person or persons needed to get across a
crossing in an emergency.

Attached are the petitions for 210 people who signed this petition.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Brenda Heeb
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, IXC. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.

NAME (PRINT) SIGNATURE ADDRESS
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

Hi

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BMSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
pvbtk health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

is needed.



I
I
I
I
I
I

PETITION TO ST^ RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas ButtreyVChairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJL

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo, We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Roekview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Roekview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

.Petition to Mr. W, Douglas Battrey, Chairman,- Sariaee Transportation Board* 1*25 IK Street
NW,'Washington, D.C 20423 and to Section of EnvfnmmeBtai Analysis of the SHI RE: Docket
#34672* Union Faciflcr'llaiilirwicl Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption—Line of the
Bnriington Northern and Santa Fe 'Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, .petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the llNl'SF track between RocJcview, Mo., and' Sikeston, Mo*, and for the STB to
instead -recommend tlie alternative of UP doable tracking -Its existing route between. Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We-also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment.' II" UP's exemption is .granted-, the -increased tiriilfic and
resulting increased--blockages of railroad-crossiiigB would have a detrimental effect on our
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passage is needed.
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Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company ~ Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company -Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment, If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safely, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJR,
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF -track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Bnrlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.
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We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may remit in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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I PETITION TO STB IE: FD#34672 UNION" PACIFIC RJL

•
Petition to Mr, W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface' Transportation Board, 1925 ~K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to'Section of Environmental. Analysis: of the Sill RE: Docket
'#34672,, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the

| Burlington'Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

I We, the undersigned', petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo., and- Sikeston, Mo. and lor the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracMng. its- existing route between Roc'kview,-

• Mo. and Dexter, Mow We also ask that an Environmental Impact -Statement lie required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted', the increased traffic and

I resuljting increased blockages of raUroad crossings would have a detrimental'effect -on-our
•public health and safety, as it .may result in blockage of the crossing when an-'emergency

is needed.
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I
L

I

I

I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP*s exemption 'is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB E£: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter", Mo, We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
jpassagejs needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD034672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Roekview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Roekview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman,, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Pocket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Uockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment, If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD&34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Bnttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed. _
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company -~ Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

s
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ITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672l)NION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of IIP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

s needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific '.Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo, We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO-STB RE: FD#34672 UNION .PACIFIC M.JL

.Petition to Mr. W.-jDouglas Buttrey, -Chairman, -Surface Transportation Bcjard, 1925f£ Street -
NW,W'asiimgtOB.,, rj.C, 21423 and to .'Section of' Envirbn'in'enlftl -Analysis -tff iae'STIi RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad -Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption — Line of the
Burlington Northern aid .Santa Fe Railway Company,

We,-the< undersigned,-petition theillB to reject Union Pacific's exemptionyrequestfor-
acquiring, the-BNSF track between Roc'kview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB-to
instead ..recommend the-alternative of UP doable tracking its. existing .-route .between Rockview,
Mot anil Deifer, Mo, We. also ask, that an EnvirOnmjeotal Impact. Statement be :required, not
•si'mply^a'n Environmental Assessment. If'UP's-exemption-is'granted-j -the increased!- traffic and
resiiltingincreased blockages of-railroad crossings would have .a detrlia;c>iitai effect on. Our
public -health and. safety, as it may result in blockage of the- crossing when an. emergency

s- needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

needed.
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STB Finance Docket No. 34672

• UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY
" - ACQUISITION AND OPERATION EXEMPTION

LINE OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN
• AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY

PETITION



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

159 Bluebird Lane
Chaffee, Missouri 63740
July 31,2006

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams
Secretary
The Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20423-0001

Re: Notice Finance Docket No. 34672; Union Pacific Railroad Company -
Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company

Attached is a petition (3 of 3} to the STB signed by 211 individuals who would be very
adversely and irreparably affected if the STB approves Union Pacific's Petition for
Acquisition and Operation Exemption of the line of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe
Railway Company between Rockview and Sikeston, Missouri. For all three petitions
submitted today there is a total of/47 individuals who signed the petitions,

The petition states: "We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union.
Pacific's exemption request for acquiring the BNSF track between
Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to instead
recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route
between Rockview, Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an
Environmental Impact Statement be required, not simply an
Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption 'is granted, the
increased traffic and! resulting increased blockages of our crossings
would have a detrimental effect oa oar safely sad health, as It may
result in blockage of the crossing when emergency entry or exit is
needed.**

In the filing by Union Pacific Railroad Compaq, Unit
Surface Transportation Board exempt UPRR's proposed acquisition and operation of the
DMSF !Ii£ £c;m Rudb'kw, Mksoud lo Sskestor., Missouri from 49 U.S.C. 11323
puriuani to 49 U.S.C. i0502. UPRR states: "Under 49 U.S.C. 10502, however, this
acquisition should be exempt fern regulation. CPSR"a j,cq^is;iloa Giife.? l,"f:s vv:"Il
promote' several elements of the rail transportation policy of
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afoul of any." Later in the filing, UPRR again states that "The acquisition will promote
significant provisions of the rail transportation policy and will not run counter to any
goals of this policy."

49 U.S.C. 10502 states "...the Board, to the maximum extent consistent with this
part, shall exempt a person, class of persons, or a transaction or service whenever
the Board finds that the application in whole or in part of a provision of this part -

(1) is not necessary to carry out the transportation policy of
section 10101 of this title;

Sec. 10101 states "Rail transportation policy
In regulating the railroad industry, it is the policy of the

United States Government -
(8) to operate transportation facilities and equipment without

detriment to the public health and safety;"

Union Pacific Railroad Company left out of their filing application any mention of this
policy 10101(8). If UPRR receives approval for this acquisition, it will be to the
detriment of the public health and safety of people along the proposed acquisition.

The health and safety of the people who signed the attached petition will be detrimentally
affected by this acquisition. The increased, train traffic would make it more likely that a
railroad crossing would be blocked should the need arise for police, ambulance, or fire
emergency vehicles to go over a crossing. The increased train traffic would also make it
more likely that a crossing would be blocked if a person or persons needed to get across a
crossing in an emergency.

Attached are the petitions for 211 people who signed this petition.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

„
.,x:!.i..

!»'•

Brenda Heeb
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

is needed.
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a



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
PJissaige isjieeilecL.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company — Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.

SIGNATURE ADDRESS
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PETITION TO SIB RE: UNION PACIFIC !JL
fioii to Mr. W. Bowgfias Buttrey, Cfawnmarai, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
, Waiafagtoa, JDUC. 2MB and to Section off EiamlroMnifemtal Ara»flysos of the OTB RE: Docket

$34672, UM«» Padfflc Railroad Conmpasiy - AopMtion mmd Operation feemption - Lime wttte

tie SIB to reject Unaibm FacSfic's eiemptsoM roqitest for
admiring fte BNSF track between RocfevSew, Mo. amid Sikestom, Mo. siMd for tine STB to
iistoafi recpimeiid tihe itiftermntiv® of UP domi»Ie trackng Us aMimg route between Rodwkw,
IMte- «NJ! Bater, Ma We ulso ask Ant an Enviranmeittiitl impact Statement &>e nq ilndy oof

an iBvinNUMBtai AssessmeBit If Ws exewtptioii Is gramteii, Hfce increased traffic tad
MiiiBig InereaiSfHi bloctofes of rafflroatf crossings wciwEcS MVe a deftrimeintaJ effect on our

paHk imltt. amni sstfety, as It may result im blockage of tine crossing wiiem am emergency
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PimiON TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJL

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Battrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
shington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the SIB RE: Docket

;, Union Pacific Railroad Company—Acquisition and Operation Exemption—Line of the

We, t fee nnier^piaii, petittoo tlie STB to reject Unnoin r
to

rorate

If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossing would have a detrimental effect on onr
public health and safety, as tt may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC RJL
Feittea to Mr. W. Do«g)M Bwttrey, Clraimm, Surfoee ItaMportatloB Board1,;. 1925 K Street
NW, WashtactoB, IXC 20423 mwi to Sedi&m of EavinMuiMBitel Anally* of Ae STB ME: Btoekef
#34672, Union Facile lUdlnMd Cempuy - Aeqnftriiion aucl Operatioa Exeinptl«» - Uae of tic

derripMd, petlttoii the STB to
® BNSF track betweem Roclwiiew, Mo, to

M«« ffiffld Baxter, MA. W® also a§k tfeat an
IfUF's exami

not

pratole kMttft and safety, as if may reset! in bioeknge of tfee erossimg wfe«
on our

emergeney
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PETITION TO STB RE: FMB4672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company,any.

* *We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.

SIGNATURE
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption -- Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
P.?*®?!!*: !? needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC' R.R.

.̂ e|itionr:to §fr.;W,: Douglas Bttttii^^ Street .
'/j 'Wash|hgtonr.D:,<p.:i(t423- a"nd'to Sisi^p'frPf',-3|tiwr:pffme:nteI>Ana^ ;KE:-:.D'(W:ket: ,

Palifi|-;lijillread Coiiipai^1--A^qiiisit^ of'the;
"Northern' and' Santa Fe •

W|j- tie -undersigned, petidoMh'e^SDEHo reject tJnipnTPa'cific^.s-exein'p0on request f or ;
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Petition to Mr. W, Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW» Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject 'Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB 'RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

'i.i.1

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the B1MSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION T» STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
NVV, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF.track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for tbe STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply am Environmental Assessment If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PKTITION TO STB RK: I<'D#34672 UNION PACIFIC H-fiL'

-Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman,-Surface Transportation Board, 1925 M- Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to. Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE:-Docket
#34672, Union- Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington. Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption .request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route- between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased'traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would lave a' detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
|»ajsapjgiE! is needed.

" ~ ' SIGN ATI f RENAME (PRINT)
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PETITION TO STB RE: FP#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

ttition to Mr., W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925-K-,;StiKeet.;
|W» Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental'Analysis of the STB RE;-Dockgt
1M672,, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation. Exemption - Line oltthe

!!l$ui4ingtpn'Northern a n d Santa F e Railway Company. - • . ' •

:, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
the BNSF track between Rockvi'ew, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for tie STB to

recommend-the alternative
i. and DexteivM&'We also ask that aii EnviikmmentaJ;Impact Sta'tement;be,re«|iyiited, not

pimply an-Environmental-Assessment. If HP's exemption'is^granted^ tie ipcrta'sed/ltr^infic and
fesiilting increased blockages of railroad crossings would: have a-detrimental effect oil .our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency.

is needed. __ _
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter,'Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. .If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency

tge•is needed.yassa
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, "Onion Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and'Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.
Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the

orthern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
JR3^MJ*JI® :̂*k
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, B.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB ME: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If UP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
passage is needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 'UNION PACIFIC RJL '
Petition to' Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
-INW, Washington, D.C. 20423 and "to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB ME: 'Docket
#34672, 'Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company,

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption- request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo, and Sikeston, Mo. and for the. STB to
Instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required,.. not
simply an Environmental Assessment.- If UP*s exemption is granted, the Increased, traffic and'
resulting Increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and 'safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing' when an emergency
passage is needed.
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mTION TQ STB RE. FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

,pn to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1.925 K Street
/., Washington, D.C. 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket

J4672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington-Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned,.petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request For .
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter, Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
pu blie health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
jpassagejs needed.
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PETITION TO STB RE: FD#34672 UNION PACIFIC R.R.

Petition to Mr. W. Douglas Buttrey, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board, 1925 K Street
NW, Washington, D.C 20423 and to Section of Environmental Analysis of the STB RE: Docket
#34672, Union Pacific Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company.

We, the undersigned, petition the STB to reject Union Pacific's exemption request for
acquiring the BNSF track between Rockview, Mo. and Sikeston, Mo. and for the STB to
instead recommend the alternative of UP double tracking its existing route between Rockview,
Mo. and Dexter.. Mo. We also ask that an Environmental Impact Statement be required, not
simply an Environmental Assessment. If HP's exemption is granted, the increased traffic and
resulting increased blockages of railroad crossings would have a detrimental effect on our
public health and safety, as it may result in blockage of the crossing when an emergency
Jgassagejs needed. _ _ _
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C E R T I F I C A T I O N

I

•

STATE OF MISSOURI )
)

COUNTY OF SCOTT )

I
I, Carroll L. Couch, City Clerk within and lor the City of Sikeston, Missouri, do hereby

• certify that the attached constitutes a true and exact copy of Resolution # 06-05-02,

• expressing opposition to the Union Pacific Railroad Company's proposed acquisition and

operation of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railroad Company's line from

• Rockview, Missouri to Sikeston, Missouri.

I
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and affix the seal of the City of

• Sikeston, Missouri this sixteenth day of May, 2006.

I

I
I Carroll L. Couch, City Clerk

I

I

I

I
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RESOLUTION #06-05-02 - - . .

TfflS RESOLUTION, AS AN AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION #06-04-01 OF THE
CITY OF SIKESTON, MISSOURI, EXPRESSING OPPOSITION TO THE UNION

PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY'S PROPOSED ACQUISITION AND OPERATION
OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN AND SANTA FE RAILROAD COMPANY'S

LINE FROM ROCKVIEW, MISSOURI TO SIKESTON, MISSOURI.

WHEREAS, On March 11, 2005, the Union Pacific Railroad Company ("UP") filed a
Petition with the United States Surface Transportation Board ("STB") in
the docket denominated Finance Docket No. 34672, Union Pacific
Railroad Company - Acquisition and Operation Exemption - Line of the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company, wherein UP seeks
to acquire and operate approximately 23.7 miles of rail line from the
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company ("BNSF") between
Rockview, Missouri and Sikeston, Missouri ("the Line"); and

WHEREAS, In its Petition, UP states that, "UPRR will also build a short connecting
track at Sikeston and reconfigure existing connecting tracks at Rockview
and Dexter to more efficiently integrate the Line with UPRR's existing
rail lines;" and

WHEREAS, UP has further described this "short connecting track" elsewhere as a 90
degree turn, within the radius of a single city block, in the middle of
downtown Sikeston, Missouri; and

WHEREAS, Representatives of UP have further proposed in negotiations with the City
of Sikeston, the creation of a "Quiet Zone" in the City of Sikeston, stating
in a letter dated April 5, 2005, "The Quiet Zone designation will require
safety upgrades at several crossings. Union Pacific and the Missouri
Department of Transportation have discussed a cost-sharing agreement for
these crossing improvements," stating further, "The City of Sikeston
would not be expected to contribute to the cost of crossing improvements
necessary to establish a "Quite Zone"; and

WHEREAS, The true nature of UP's "cost-sharing" negotiations with MoDot were
disclosed in MoDot's March 8, 2006 letter to the Surface Transportation
Board (STB) announcing the results of those negotiations. That letter said
in part, "It should be noted, however, that these recommended
improvements do not include costs for the more stringent improvements,
such as double gates, that would be necessary for quiet zones within the
cities or any other city expenses resulting from this change in train
traffic;" (emphasis added) and

WHEREAS, An entire year has passed (as well as the point at which Union Pacific
predicted in their April 5, 2005 correspondence that their review process
before the STB would have been concluded), without Union Pacific
entering into formal, direct negotiations with the City of Sikeston on a
host of topics, including, but not limited to, Union Pacific avoiding the
considerable harm its proposed actions would have on local communities
by double tracking its existing lines; or at a minimum placing buffers,
sound, or barrier mechanisms along the line; to construct grade-separated
highway/rail crossings; or to take other actions in an attempt to mitigate
the harms of its proposed rail line acquisition and operation plan, and

WHEREAS, Absent any attempt by UP to enter into good faith negotiations with the
City of Sikeston on these issues, the city must conclude that the negotiated
agreement between UP and MoDot represents the sum total of what UP is
prepared to offer towards mitigating the effects of their plan upon our
community; and

WHEREAS, MoDot's letter to the STB dated March 8, 2006 purports to reach the same
conclusion stating: "These recommendations address a variety of issues
that will result from the increased train traffic including commerce delay,
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delaying emergency vehicles, and traffic backup and delay an high
volume-high speed roadways such as Route 60," and

WHEREAS The fact that these issues, enumerated by MoDot, have not been addressed
is evidenced by the lack of any substantive steps to mitigate these harmful
effects either in our community or on U.S. Highway 60, (there for a
minimum of two years during the construction of a proposed overpass);
and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's stated intention with their plan is to provide for
"directional running" in the Scott and Stoddard County area which means
that their proposed route through the City of Sikeston will be used for
traffic management, and the occasional "staging" of trains during periods
of what UP spokesmen have described as "train delays;" and

WHEREAS, This region has already witnessed such train delays, including a minor
September 5, 2005 derailment of a Union Pacific train in Bell City,
Missouri during which 50 trains were stacked up during an 11 V4 hour
period; and

WHEREAS, Any such future incident would cause Union Pacific's trains, on this route,
to back up across U.S. Highway 60 and into the streets of Sikeston for a
unknown period of time; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's formal proposal states that they would increase the
amount of train traffic crossing U.S. Highway 60 at Morehouse, Missouri
from the current one train per week to at least 10 trains a day; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's spokesmen have stated in a public hearing in Sikeston on
December 5, 2005 that that number could easily rise to 20 trains a day, and
more, under their planned operations; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's sworn statement, in their filing of March 15, 2005 before
the STB, that their train traffic would only increase by 10 to 11 trains a
day lacks credibility in as much as that would result in no net increase in
train traffic at all through the two county area, and

WHEREAS, U.S. Highway 60 is a four lane, divided highway with partially controlled
access and a posted speed limit of 65 mph, and a traffic count of 11,000
cars and trucks a day where it intersects UP's Sikeston-Dexter line at-
grade; and

WHEREAS, U.S. Highway 60 is the physical extension of Interstate 57, which
terminates in Sikeston, Missouri, and has been declared a "Highway of
National Significance" by the Congress of the United States, and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific has refused to postpone their plan to increase train traffic
across the current on-grade intersection of their Sikeston-Dexter line and
U.S. Highway 60 for the estimated two years it would take to complete a
grade separation, and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's proposal, therefore, would cause traffic on U.S. Highway
60 to come to a complete stop anywhere from 7,300 to 14,600 times
during this two year period (depending on whether you believe what
they've sworn before the STB or said in their public hearing); and

WHEREAS, Stopping high speed vehicular traffic on a four-lane divided highway is
inherently dangerous and poses an imminent threat to human life
regardless of whether any incidents resulting from that effort result in
actual contact with a train; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific's proposal to intersect 10 to 20 trains a day with 11,000 car
and trucks poses an imminent threat to the lives of all who would travel
that highway during this interim period; and
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WHEREAS, That fact is reflected in federal policy as illustrated in CFR 646.214
"Design", in the subsection titled, "Grade crossing elimination" which
states: "All crossings of railroads and highways at grade shall be
eliminated where there is full control of access on the highway (a freeway)
regardless of the volume of railroad or highway traffic" (emphasis added),
and

WHEREAS, U.S. Highway 60 does not technically meet the definition of a freeway in
that access is partially, but not fully, controlled. Union Pacific's proposal
to intersect 10 to 20 trains a day with 11,000 car and trucks for a two year
period nonetheless poses an imminent threat to the lives of all who would
travel that highway during this interim period; and

WHEREAS, The federal government has broadly pre-empted state laws governing
railroad interstate commerce, and grant railroads an exemption from tort
liability for accidents that occur at crossings where federal funds have
been used for the construction or maintenance of crossing safety devices;
and

WHEREAS, The American people have the right, under these circumstances, to expect
that extra care will be observed by federal policy makers to insure that
inherently dangerous, life threatening, conditions like this are not
sanctioned or approved; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific stated that their proposal to divert traffic through our highly
populated area and across U.S. Highway 60 was chosen because it would
allow them to achieve directional running: "at a lower cost than double-
tracking UPRR's existing Rockview-Dexter line" (emphasis added) but
'UP has never provided any support for its cost assertions; and

WHEREAS, Despite this transparently mercenary motive, Union Pacific representatives
persist in making disingenuous and duplicitous statements to our
community that "Safety is our top priority."

WHEREAS, Approximately 5 miles of this line, from Dexter, Missouri to Idalia,
Missouri is already double-tracked, and double-tracking this line appears
to be a very viable option, and

WHEREAS, This was the original plan of Union Pacific for achieving directional
running, as reflected in the fact that from October 1997 to September
2002, UP acquired 33 individual tracts of land in Stoddard County
Missouri apparently for the right of way to double-track this line, and

WHEREAS, That line travels approximately 25 miles through sparsely populated
countryside with no tight 90 degree turns but a gradual, arching curve
from west to south over the entire course of the line while avoiding all the
environmental harms caused by UP's planned operations as set forth in its
STB application; and

WHEREAS, That line has only two crossings of state routes, at the far north end and
within a mile of the intersection of the Burlington Northern line northwest
of Rockview; and

WHEREAS, These two intersections, with a traffic count that does not approach U.S.
Highway 60, are already grade separated, and

WHEREAS, There are approximately 24 miles of rail line west and south of the
western most grade separated intersection on that line, five miles of which
are already double-tracked; and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific is eligible for low interest loans (or loan guarantees) from
the federal government through the Railroad Rehabilitation Improvement
Financing Program (RRIF), whose authorization has recently been raised
by Congress from S3.5 billion to $35 billion; and
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WHEREAS, These loans bear the full faith and credit of the United States and the
American people and offer the railroad industry a significant advantage
over the terms they could otherwise find in the financial markets, as well

. as a significant advantage over other American industries, and .

WHEREAS, These loans constitute a subsidy by the American people to the railroad
industry to upgrade their infrastructure, in so much as we will carry the

* burden of the federal deficit thus aggravated by this program, and

WHEREAS, The citizens of Sikeston, Missouri constitute our proportional share of the
population thus required to carry that burden, and have thus already
contributed our fair share (both by ourselves, and through the support
offered the railroad industry by our representatives in Congress) of the
effort to assist the railroad industry in upgrading their infrastructure, and

WHEREAS, Union Pacific could apply for such a subsidized loan to help defray their
expense in double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter line, or for any other
infrastructure improvements they claim to need so desperately, but have as
yet even to apply for a loan under a program that has existed since 2000
albeit at a much lower level of authorization, and

WHEREAS, According the Wall Street Journal, the railroad industry is asking
Congress for an additional 25% investment tax credit on their
infrastructure-expenditures; and

WHEREAS, Given the extraordinary level of financial subsidy, both already granted
and still requested, by the railroad industry from the American people, the
rationale by Union Pacific for selecting their current plan, as opposed to
double-tracking their existing route through the countryside loses
credibility even if the actual numbers in a cost comparison bore out that
claim at the margin, and

WHEREAS, The estimated cost of providing just the mitigation items listed by MoDot,
and not counting any additional steps our community might reasonably
request to mitigate the impact of this plan upon our citizens, are already
$24 million, and

WHEREAS, These preliminary costs might reasonably be compared to the costs of
double-tracking the existing UP line, 19 miles at a rate acknowledged by
UP spokesmen to the media of $1 million a mile, and

WHEREAS, The proposal by Union Pacific to divert traffic through our community is
thus a transparent attempt to seek yet an additional subsidy from the
American taxpayer in as much as federal law, pursuant to 23CFR646.212
and 23 USC130, stipulates that the federal share of these projects must be
90%, absent a voluntary agreement by the railroad which has not been
forthcoming in this instance; and

WHEREAS, The Honorable Jo Ann Emerson of the United States House of
Representatives who represents the citizens of the City of Sikeston has
been in contact with the STB on the Petition, and in written
communications with the STB has opposed the Petition on environmental,
safety, and socio-economic grounds and as having a "decidedly negative
impact on my constituents and offering] no substantive economic benefit
to the people whose lives will be affected;" and

WHEREAS The Honorable Christopher S. "Kit" Bond and Jarnes M. Talent of the
United States Senate have written James R. Young, Chief Executive
Officer and President of Union Pacific Corporation citing, "legitimate
reasons to ask that alternatives be considered before implementing a
change which would impact the daily lives of thousands of citizens.'" And

WHEREAS, The City of Sikeston, Missouri is located on a geological ridge which rises
above what is otherwise completely flat land at the northern edge of the
Mississippi Delta. As such, it may constitute a unique situation compared
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with other communities that present: their concerns before the Surface
Transportation Board, and

WHEREAS, The settlement of Sikeston was formed in 1850, before the railroad
arrived, and located on this ridge because the lands to the east and west
were swamps, and

WHEREAS, When the railroad did arrive, they built their line along the top of the
Sikeston Ridge for the very same reason, and

WHEREAS, Following the draining of the swamps and the clearing of the land, homes,
businesses and institutions were still built, especially since 1973, close to
the railroad track because the land to the east and west is in the flood plain
and they were thus required to do so by federal mandate, and

WHEREAS, The growth of Sikeston in proximity to the rail line, thus, was not done by
short-sighted or careless people who now seek government protection
from the consequences of their own poor judgment. It was done by people
who had no choice, who built there accepting a long established pattern of
train traffic through the area, and who now seek nothing more than an
equitable balance between their legitimate rights to the safe and peaceful
enjoyment of their property and a railroad company that has a viable
option to build elsewhere.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of
Sikeston, Missouri the City does hereby oppose UP's planned acquisition and operation
plan for the reasons set forth herein as the proposed transaction would cause significant,
harmful, and irreparable public safety, health, noise, socio-economic, air quality and
other local impacts;

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and City of Sikeston,
Missouri hereby call upon the Governor of Missouri, the Missouri Department of
Transportation, and other federal, state, local, and regional governmental officials to
oppose the UP's proposed acquisition and operation of the Line for the reasons set forth
herein;

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and the City of Sikeston,
Missouri call upon UP to cooperate and work with them to fully address and mitigate the
severe safety and environmental problems that would arise if UP's proposed rail line
acquisition and operation plan were authorized, including fully considering the option of
double tracking UP's existing rail lines, and that if UP is unwilling to do so, or if it is
determined that it is not possible to fully mitigate the involved serious impacts, UP
should abandon its plans to acquire and operate the Line.

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and the City of Sikeston,
Missouri request the Surface Transportation Board to exercise the "No Swap" option
available to them under NEPA, thus encouraging Union Pacific to resume their original
plan to double-track their Rockview-Dexter line.

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and the City of Sikeston,
Missouri request the Surface Transportation Board, if otherwise disposed to approve
Union Pacific's request, to require at an absolute minimum a postponement of any
increase in train traffic that would intersect U.S. Highway 60 until a grade separation can
be constructed, including, but not limited to requiring UP to cooperate with and
substantially contribute to the construction of the at-grade crossing.
THEREFORE BE IT .FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and the City of Sikeston,
Missouri declare that we are not hostile to the railroad industry nor unmindful of the
valuable service they render this country. Nor are we unmindful of the need to assist
them in upgrading their infrastructure, as evidenced by our support of federal elected
officials who have been so instrumental in offering that assistance to the industry overall.
We do, however, believe that this circumstance presents a unique case in as much as a
viable alternative exists that, with a full accounting, will be less expensive and safer by
any measure.



. .
• ' . ' . . ' Read this 15th day of May, 2006,. discussed and voted upon as follows:

B . . Harris, Absent Pullen, Aye > Rogers, Aye

Stokes, Aye , Teachout, Aye .Terrell, Aye

Marshall, Are , thereby being

passed .•

• • - • . ' . ' • ;.£;; - ' .
B V • Michael G. Marshall, Mayor

I ' Approved as to form
• . . . , . . , . . . Charles Leible, City Counselor

Seal / Attest:

I
• . " Carroll "Couch, City Clerk

I

I
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United States
WASHINGTON, DC20510

March 22.:.

Mr, James R. Yo'uitg.-'
.Chief Executive Officer a'tkiPresident
Union Pacific'Corporation
1400 Do.uglas Street
Oniiiha, Nebraska,68179

Dear'Mr. Young:

Numerous local officials and busincsses^havercontacfed us over'last.several weeks to
Express cbnccr-n about the proposed exchange'of tracksunder considerationby: tlic: Surface
Transportation Board;(STB,)- Finance Docket.No;.34672 - Union Pacific Railroad Company,.
Acquisition and Operation, BNS.F Railway •Company.

We havc-encloscd/seVcraljpiijces.-of eorjresppndence we receive'd/anthLs matter and .ask
thai they be taken into consideration during. UnionPacific's .environmental review by the -STB's,
Section oi> Environmental Analysis, By HQ: means'arc these -official's.opposed to UP expanding tir
improving operations. Rather, 'tfieiri'cpncern is the impact that i 7 to 19 trains will have on
schools, nursing homes, first resporiders and general safety when traveling•through populated
areas al 45 miles per hour on a daily Basis. These are legitimate reasons to ask that alternatives
be considered'before implementing a change Avh.icn wou1d;inipact-rlie daily .lives of thousand's of
citizens.

la addition-to th'es'e--'concerns, we understand the Missduri Department of Transportation
(MoDOT) is coordinating with UP 'to. address numerpus safety issues on the "Rockview to
Sikeston line, as well as assessing file possibility^pf building a new dual track route.between
Dexter and Roekview, presently a single track UP rail ;line.

Each of these alternatives vvill require aisigriificant investment 'by U'P..MpDOT'and the
local communities impacted by the increased rail traffic .'•through tlie region. For our. nation to
remain competitive hi the world niarket,..tliesc investments are necessary and require a special
local, state and federal .'partnership working with businesses, industries: and the corporate
community to build the most efficient-'and safest transjjortatibn network, possible.

We appreciate you .taking 'time;to. review the enclosed,correspoiidence and urgejUP to
.continue to work with.local, officials and MoDOT to select the best alteniatiw to enhance rail
transportation and improve safety for the decades ahead.

Christopher,.'Si Bond "' Janie.s M. Talent
United;.States Senator UnitedSfates Senator

enclosures.
ec:; STB-

.MoDOT
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J0.:AI\IN EMERSON • °':|'«^
• MEMBER/OF CONGRESS ' -SUITE.-2440

BTH'olS'miCT; MISSOURI HA YBURN- HOUSE OPFIEE.
.WASHINGTON, DC-JD61B

APPROPRIATIONS —..-:....0~.~-:.- .V.l-:~,~ ,-̂ f,-f.l.̂ '̂  ,̂ ^ .̂~,~ THEEEbERAL.BUILDINC;

^v . . ,., .• •£ ''-Tiî  •- ' • - • • - ' t ~ ' " " 4 . A. 't •• •• '33*!'BROADWAY

.AGWCDLTmL'SlLDltm.pPMENT, 'WUSg BJ ••JtV.tfl.rf» îratl\)$S •cXM;:G,Ffe,1Dt;Mi;Mo.nx

FOOD ANOOTUG-ADMINISTRXTION •.™r,i-. .,.;-,. ... .. -» 'H.: ,. .^--H ^ „>,,- «• .^J. il,,.-OI01.

ENERGY-:AND WATER . HOLLA, MO-6STO1

HOME LAl'to SECURITY' .'(51

E-Mail .iri'H Web-Piigo^.
ht'lp'^'iwyvw.fipusifj.tKvv/wrMuirnpn; ' """ " ;'; ' January 4; 2006

The Chairman
'kSufface Transportation Board'
1:925,K Street HW
Washington DJC,, 20423

RE:; Docket^ I'D':;34672 • •

Mr, 'Chairman;

Ayrequesthas: been filed by Onion Baciflp/to'-tiie S;u'rfac'e:Tra}isp.pitaiion' Board under
do.cke:t,#:-FE)''34j6;72; thai, iF.'appr.pved, would -have the patehtial 'to wegftivelyirapact a •significant
nuinber'of Missouri .conimunities. Union Ra'cificihas f<^
.increase rail t;i-affic;.al.ong a route; in' Soutlteast. Missouri ithat wo.uld.eross a inaj:or state .highway at
grade and hisectjthe cities of-Sikeston., Oraii, Chaffee, D.exter-andj.nunier.QUR smaller -communities
in and around Scptt-'County.

.Highway:.60-is "the •ra.ai:n:east-wtJst/ar.tery-in ^Southern-'Ivl'isso.upi. .The rail Ji:neiin:questiQn
i-n'terse^ts fb'tir lanes of l:HgMwa'y;^0;at;State;Migh\vay 1:14, .Highway'1®) 'Carries a tremendous
araount-of tfaJfie; and has.-been'iny -highest•tfan's|i6rtMon^pri'Orily-'iisinee"fi'rst:;.6lectGd in-:.i'9-96..
•Combining.state and federal;fund.s, the:Missouri'Department-of Transportation;.,has-\yorked-
dj-ligeritly to ;%ir-lane .Hlgh'vyay^O. The:;ampunt: oftraffiC'-alpng/thi^eorridor has^steadi-ly
increased arid is projected "to: increase:;eVen'mores which will feirig much'needed economic
:devel6'jpment'to-the,ar.ea. A drastic-iricrea'se in. train1.; traffic-, raises-serious •/safety, concerns-, at ;this
intersection an'd slo.vvs traffic\,on o,u:i

-;-n.iajo.r<.traiisp.o.rfatio;i. artery. Furthermore, the proposed
:act,ioi:i eoiild;deter eed:riomjc'growth along iiTis''W'tiridr.

Sikestpn-,-Missouri is fee largest city in^he impacted area.wi.Ui-.apqpul-alipn of
approximately 1.7,000..: It is-a regional eeiiter., .Uief-efQr.evit"ac.^rnm6daies.man'y/thousands of
people/who-do not reside wi-thiivthe -citylimits., The proposal .by Union.Paeifie would 'drastically"
.increase..the:.amount;:of train.traffi'ci.runri-iag iHrough'-the middle of Sikestpn. separating a large
portion, of 'Sikestpn'-s population fronr .rnuch .needed emergency Derates. There are.no -above-
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grade railroad crossings,:!!"! Sikesicin/ai.i'his,'iirTi',e,>-:S(j-'ihe fossibilily .(bat fire'trucks., p4ql-ic:e'vehicles.,
school buses and emergency medical' team's to get-to' residents'who need'th elr "set viees-wotildbe
greatly hindered by Union Pacific's,proposal'.

THc-pr.ppr>s\«fli;a.c-frpn hie fere.'.the Surface Transportation Board will h'a-ve a negative
economic 'impact; fdf 'niy'constituents arid-will make 'their everyday lives more difficult -a'trd less;
safe: l.have no choice at; this point :but to-oppose tiie proposal by UoiDn PacrOe, I .understand the
:need for effective transportation mMs'irucluret:.and'.].:have bcea-a tirtOesK-.advocale.'fof-i'.niprovirt^
;the meaiis of getting.goods and services, to market However, since this proposal by Union-
Pacific has a decidedly-'negative impact on my. ednstituents'and 'offers .no;:s"ubstariti-v£.'economic-
benefit to thejpec;»ple whose:lives-will. be.--affected'l have-no choice but to .oppose-this actiorvin its
current form.

.Sincerely-;

JAE/jh
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MISSOURI SENATE

JASON G. CROWELL •
27™ Distr ict

March 17, 2006

202006

Mayor Michael Marshall
City of Sikeston
105 E. Center Street
Sikeston, MO 63801

Dear May or Marshall:

It has recently been brought to my attention that the City of Sikeston is working on a
railroad issue with the Missouri Department of Transportation (MODOT) and Union. Pacific
Railroad (UP). I understand there is some conflict between the City of Sikeston and Union
Pacific on what would be the best route.

I wanted to offer you my assistance in any way. I, have spoken with MODOT and was
told that they are planning to do a cost analysis on the alternate route in April . 1 believe they wi l l
be surveying on April 7th and it was my understanding they,were meeting with City officials on
April 5 lh. Can you confirm whether this information is correct?

Please feel free to contactme if I can assist you but understand this is a federal issue and
my authority is limited to the state level. Maybe by working together with both federal and state
elected officials we can resolve this issue in an amicable manner. I stand ready to help the City
ofSikesiGn. .

enator

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 323
JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65101-6806

TELE: 573-751-2459 — FAX: 573-522-9289
j c r o w e t ] @ s < ! n a t < > . m a.gov
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MEMBERS.'COUNTY COMMISSION

MARTIN. PRIGGEI:
PRESIDING COMMISSIONER

FIRST DISTRICT COMMISSIONER'

JAMIE BURGER
-SECOND DISTRICT COMMISSIONER

PHONE 573-545-3549
PHONE 573-471 9447

FAX 573-545 3540

SCOTT COUNTY COMMISSION
P 0 Box 188 • Benton, Missouri 63736

Thursday, April 20, 2006

APR 2 6 2006
The Honorable Mike Marshall
Mayor, City of Sikeston
105 E. Center Street
Sikeston, Missouri 63801

Dear Mayor Marshall:

We write as a follow up to our January 12, 2006 letter expressing our concerns related to the
proposed increase in rail traffic through central' Scott County. We the commissioners of Scott
County, continue to firmly believe that the shift in rail traffic from existing routes in northern Scott
and Stoddard Counties to a route through central Scott County will be detrimental to the safety and
welfare of the residents of our county. In recent correspondence, Union Pacific's response to
consider alternatives indicated that the shift of traffic was "...the safer and more efficient
approach...". ,We would like to address both the issue of, safety and efficiency.

Our primary concern is the safety of the residents of Scott County; and' surrounding areas.
Although plans have indicated upgrades to several of the crossings affected, many city and county
roads will not receive additional protection. Routes which currently see 'minimal rail traffic would
see traffic doubled initially with the potential for future unbridled increases. This increased volume
and higher-speed .rail traffic poses an unnecessary risk to the motorists and pedestrians of our
county who'are unaccustomed to high volume train traffic along these routes. As mentioned in
previous correspondence, an additional fear is that rail traffic posses a risk to our residents by
increasing response time of emergency services in the county. Union Pacific indicated plans to
share real-time information about blocked crossing with the City of Siktston's emergency dispatch
services. This may increase emergency responder's ability to avoid blocked crossings,, however
response time will be lengthened by this attempt to avoid the blocked routes. Furthermore, Union
Pacific's willingness to provide this data serves as evidence that they believe the increase traffic will
be detrimental to public safety efforts. Additionally, this sharing of information only addresses the
City of Sikeston and has no provision for the remainder of Scott County where the vast majority of
the railway lies. ,
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On die matter of efficiency, we do not dispute the fact that die shift 'of traffic through Scott
County will be financially advantageous to Union Pacific. Double tracking the existing route could
be an expensive proposition shouldered primarily by Union Pacific. The Missouri Department of
Transportation estimates the shifting of traffic through central Scott County will require in excess of
524 million in crossing improvements. i Grade separation at US I lighway 61 alone is estimated to
cost $12 million and grade separation at Chaffee is projected at $3.7 million. If the proposed shift
of traffic through central Scott County is approved, it is foreseeable^that Vz of this expense will fall
to MoDOT and ultimately to Missouri's'taxpayers. Missouri's'roadways will be sacrificed to allow
Union Pacific to improve profitability. '

Our opinion remains that the Union Pacific track exchange will unnecessarily endanger the
citizens of Scott County and impose an unnecessary expense to Missouri's taxpayers. Union
Pacific's initial concept of double tracking the current route is the safer and financially responsible
option. Any obhgation on Union Pacific's parHo exchange track with Burlington Northern should
not overshadow the safety of our citizens nor should the profitability of Union Pacific be assured by
Missourian's tax dollars. We appreciate your consideration in this matter and look forward to
discussing it further. <

Respectfully Submitted,

•IHORN MARTIN PmeciFL // JAMIE
issioner Presiding Commissioner (S 2nd District Commissioner
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VERIFIED STATEMENT OF PAUL H. REISTRUP
• Finance Docket. No. 34672

I I- Background and Qualifications

_ My name is Paul H. Reistrup. I am an independent consultant on rail

operations and engineering matters. My address is 8614 Brook Road, McLean, VA

• 22102. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit PHR-1.

I I have more than 45 years of experience in railroad engineering, operations

and management. I have occupied engineering, operating and executive positions with

CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and its predecessors, including positions as Assistant

| Division Engineer (responsible for infrastructure maintenance), Trainmaster, General

• Yardmaster and Superintendent of Car Utilization and Distribution in the late 1950's and

1960's, and Vice President-Passenger Integration from 1997 to 2003. I have served in

™ several senior executive positions at the Illinois Central Railroad, including Vice

• President-Passenger Service, Vice President-mtermodal Service, and Senior Vice

m President-Traffic. I have also served as President of two railroads: Amtrak (when it

acquired the Northeast Corridor from Conrail) and the Monongahela Railway (an eastern

• coal-carrying railroad). In addition, I have consulted for a number of years on rail

I engineering, operations and management matters, including service with R.L. Banks &

_ Associates, Inc., and as Vice President of the rail division of the international engineering

firm Parsons Brinckerhoff.

I

I

I
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II. Purpose and Scope

• I have been requested by the City of Sikeston, MO, to address the

• engineering, operating and cost issues related to Union Pacific Railroad Company's

("UP") directional-running plan between Rockview and Dexter, MO, which includes

UP's acquisition of BNSF Railway Company's ("BNSF") railroad line between

• Rockview and Sikeston, MO. Specifically, I will address the relative efficiency and

J capital costs associated with using that line in conjunction with UP's line between

• Sikeston and Dexter as opposed to completing the double-tracking of UP's existing,

direct line between Rockview and Sikeston.

In connection with this assignment, I conducted a field trip to the Sikeston

| area on May 11, 2006. I was accompanied on this trip by Mr. Steve Thornhill of the

• Burns & McDonnell engineering firm, whose assignment was to conduct a preliminary

investigation of the environmental impacts associated with implementation of UP's

directional running plan and, alternatively, the completion of double track on UP's

• existing Rockview-Dexter line. Mr. Thornhill and I inspected all of the railroad lines

• involved and also reviewed aerial photographs and maps of the area. I have also

— reviewed correspondence from the Missouri Department of transportation ("MoDOT")

pertaining to the upgrading of rail/highway crossing protection on the involved lines.

III. Description of UP's Project and Alternatives

I UP has sought authority from the STB to acquire the 23.7-mile BNSF line

2
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•j between Rockview and Sikeston, MO. Acquisition of this line is part of a UP project to

institute "directional running" between Rockview and Dexter, MO, which is part of its

™ busy route between St. Louis and Houston, as well as other points in eastern Texas. The

I directional-running project is an alternative to double-tracking the portions of UP's

• existing line between Rockview and Dexter that do not already have two main tracks.

A schematic of the lines involved in UP's directional-running project is

attached hereto as Exhibit PHR-2. BNSF's 23.7-mile Rockview-Sikeston line essentially

| forms the right leg of a right triangle. The bottom leg of the triangle is UP's light-density,

• 23-mile line between Sikeston and Dexter. The hypotenuse of the triangle is the existing

UP line between Rockview and Dexter, which I will refer to as the "Rockview-Dexter

line." The Rockview-Dexter line is approximately 40.5 miles in length.2

| The volume of traffic presently moving over UP's Rockview-Dexter line is

•j heavy, approximately 40-42 trains in both directions per day, and there is every reason to

believe it will increase in the future. The Rockview-Dexter line is already congested, and

for this reason UP proposes to convert what is largely a single-track line today to a two-

" 2 The mileage for UP's Rockview-Dexter line was determined from PC Miler Rail, a
_ commercially-available computer program that is widely used to determine rail mileages.
I The program measures rail mileage between stations, and the distance may be slightly

different between the track connections at Rockview and Dexter. More precise mileage
can be obtained from UP's operating timetables and track charts, which are being sought
in discovery. The mileage for the Sikeston-Dexter line was measured by automobile
odometer from parallel roads because the UP "station" of Sikeston is not located at the

• intersection of the Rockview-Sikeston and Sikeston-Dexter lines.

I

I
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m track line. There are two ways to accomplish this: add a second main track to the portion

of the Rockview-Dexter line that does not already have two main tracks,3 or institute

™ directional running using two different lines, with most traffic moving in one direction

| using one line and most traffic moving in the other direction using the other line. UP has

• chosen the later option to increase its capacity between Rockview and Dexter. UP states

in its Petition for Exemption in this proceeding that approximately half (or 11 to 12) of

the daily southbound trains that move between Rockview and Dexter, would be shifted to

| the alternate route via Sikeston (using the line between Rockview and Sikeston to be

• acquired from BNSF and the existing UP line between Sikeston and Dexter). However, I

understand that during a subsequent town meeting in Sikeston, a UP representative

indicted that, in fact, UP plans to move about 20-21 trains per day from the Rockview-

I Dexter line to the route via Sikeston - or virtually all of the southbound rail traffic

• moving between Rockview and Dexter.

_ To perfect its new routing, UP must install or relocate/upgrade track

connections between (1) its Rockview-Dexter line and the BNSF line at Rockview, (2)

I the BNSF line and UP's Sikeston-Dexter line at Sikeston, and (3) UP's Sikeston-Dexter

3 Based on my field trip observations and conversations with local property owners, it

•

appears that a second track presently exists on about 15 miles of the Rockview-Dexter
line. However, a portion of this appears to be best described as "controlled siding."
Review of UP's track charts for the Rockview-Dexter line is necessary to determine the

•
exact amount of second main track (including powered passing sidings) that presently
exists on this route.

4
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line and its Rockview-Dexter line at Dexter. See Exhibit PHR-2. In addition. UP must
• •~

upgrade its Sikeston-Dexter line to accommodate a far greater traffic volume than uses

™ that line at present (according to UP, only one train per week presently operates over the

• line between Sikeston and Dexter).

• Based on my field-trip observations in mid-May 2006, a considerable

amount of the work required to implement UP's directional-running plan is already

underway, notwithstanding that the STB has not yet conducted any environmental review

| of UP's project, or approved UP's proposal to acquire the Rockview-Sikeston line from

• BNSF. In particular, UP has already undertaken the upgrading of the track and bridges

on the Sikeston-Dexter line. UP has also begun construction of the necessary track

connection at Rockview. Grading for the connection at Rockview has been competed,

| apparently with BNSF's cooperation.

fl I also understand, based on discussions with Sikeston officials who have

reviewed the relevant property records, that UP has already acquired 33 parcels of land

which would be needed to complete the double-tracking of the Rockview-Dexter line.

• IV. Double-Tracking the Rockview-Dexter line is a feasible
Alternative to UP's Directional-Running Plan

Part of the Rockview-Dexter line - which is UP's current, direct route

| Between Rockview and Dexter - already has two main tracks. (As previously indicated,

I
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up to 15 miles of the 40.5-mile line between Rockview and Dexter has at least two tracks,

• although it is unclear on the basis of the information presently available to me how much

I of this is signaled second main track or passing siding and how much is other track.)

• Based on my field trip and review of aerial photographs of the area, it is clearly feasible

from an engineering and operating standpoint to complete double-tracking of the

™ Rockview-Dexter line.

• In fact, double-tracking the remainder of the Rockview-Dexter line is

• preferable from an operating standpoint to using the alternative route via Sikeston.

Adding capacity to the Rockview-Dexter line would provide a shorter route (by about six

• miles) for southbound trains traveling between Rockview and Dexter than the 46.7-mile

| route via Sikeston. The Rockview-Dexter line avoids more populated areas including in

• particular the City of Sikeston, and traverses fewer busy rail/highway grade crossings.

Also, as Mr. Thornhill discusses in his verified statement on behalf of the City of

Sikeston, expansion of capacity on the Rockview-Dexter line by double-tracking has

| fewer adverse environmental and safety impacts than implementation of UP's directional-

• running plan via Sikeston.

V. Comparison of Tasks/Costs Required to Double-Track the Rockview-
I Sikeston Line Versus Implementation of the Directional-Running Plan

• The following tasks are required to complete double-tracking of UP's

Rockview-Dexter line:

I
6
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1. Acquisition of additional right-of-way. (I understand that UP has
already acquired 33 parcels of land for this purpose, but do not know
whether any additional right-of-way is required).

2. Installation of second main track and related signaling on the 25.5+
miles of the Rockview-Dexter line that presently have single track.

3. Widening the bridges over watercourses at several locations,
including the bridges over two streams, the Castor and Whitewater
Rivers, to accommodate a second track.

4. Widening the abutments for two overhead highway bridges (at the
locations of existing grade separations for U.S. Highway 77 and
County Road M) to accommodate a second track.

5. Upgrading the crossing protection (signals) at several locations.

The following tasks are required to implement UP's directional-running

Plan, under which southbound trains would move via Sikeston:

1. Acquire the Rockview-Sikeston line from BNSF (including
obtaining STB authority for same).4

2. Upgrade the Rockview-Sikeston line to accommodate approximately
20 additional trains per day.

4 UP states in its petition for exemption that it is acquiring the Rockview-Sikeston line
from BNSF in a "swap" for UP's line between Sterling and Union, CO, which BNSF is
acquiring from UP. I understand that the STB recently approved BNSF's acquisition of
the Sterling-Union line from UP (Finance Docket No. 34863), but I do not know whether
the actual transfer of the Sterling-Union line has been completed, or what arrangements
UP and BNSF have if the STB turns down UP's petition for exemption to acquire the
Rockview-Sikeston line. The carriers must have some arrangement that places a value on
each line segment, as the property exchange arrangement would be negated if the STB
denies UP's petition in the instant proceeding.
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3. Rebuild/upgrade the track and bridges in UP's Sikeston-Dexter line
to accommodate an increase from one train per week to about 20
trains per day. This is a light-density line with lightweight, jointed
110# rail that cannot support expected daily train volume (and
weight) without major rehabilitation.

4. Install new or relocated/upgraded track connections at three
locations (Rockview, Sikeston and Dexter). This is necessary to
facilitate efficient, head-on operation of UP trains between the three
lines involved.5

5. Upgrade crossing protection at various locations, including the
construction of rail/highway grade separations. (This is addressed
further below.)

With respect to the relative cost of the two alternatives, UP states at page 6

of its Petition for Exemption that implementation of directional running between

Rockview and Dexter via Sikeston will expand capacity and increase efficiency on UP's

St. Louis-Houston corridor, "and do so at a lower cost than double-tracking UP's existing

Rockview-Dexter line." Based on the results of my field investigation and preliminary

information from MoDOT on some recommended crossing upgrades, I am highly

5 As shown on Exhibit PHR-2, connections already exist between UP's Rockview-Dexter
line and BNSF's Rockview-Sikeston line at Rockview, and between UP's Sikeston-
Dexter line and the Rockview-Dexter line at Dexter. However, these connections must be
re-aligned, and their curve radii enlarged, to permit trains to move efficiently between
these lines. There is no existing connection between the BNSF and UP lines at Sikeston,
so a new one will have to be constructed at the location shown on Exhibit PHR-1.
Construction of this new track connection will require closing parts of two city streets,
removing several homes, and removing/relocating a lift station building owned by the
City of Sikeston.

8
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skeptical of UP's claim that UP's directional-running plan can be accomplished at lower

• cost than double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter line. In fact, based on my field trip and

• the other information presently available to me, double-tracking the remainder of the

« Rockview-Dexter line is likely to be less expensive than implementing UP's directional-

running plan.

• I do not have enough information at this time to estimate with any precision

• the relative cost of the necessary track, signal and bridge work required to complete

• double track on the Rockview-Dexter line versus implement UP's directional-running

plan. The information needed to prepare definitive cost estimates includes:

™ 1 . The precise length of the Rockview-Dexter line, and its present track and
_ signal configuration (UP operating timetables and track charts are needed to
I determine this).

>

1 2. The cost of acquiring the right-of-way needed to complete double tracking
of the Rockview-Dexter line.

I 3. UP's acquisition cost for BNSF's Rockview-Sikeston line.

1
4. A final decision on what rail/highway crossing upgrades are to be installed,

their cost, and who is to pay for them.

• However, I estimate that the cost of the track, signal and bridge work

needed to complete double tracking of the Rockview-Dexter line would be roughly

I

I

I

comparable - within a few million dollars - to the cost of the track, signal and bridge

work needed to make the route via Sikeston a feasible and efficient alternative for the 20
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additional daily trains UP says it intends to move via that route. When it is considered

• that the cost of just the preliminary rail/highway crossing upgrades recommended by

I MoDOT is three times greater for the Sikeston route than for the Rockview-Dexter line, it

» is clear that implementation of UP's directional-running plan is likely to cost substantially

more, in total, than double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter line.

• In letters to the STB dated March 8, 2006 and May 1 7, 2006 (copies

• attached as my Exhibits PHR-3 and PHR-4, respectively), MoDOT estimated the cost of

• needed crossing work for double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter line at $8.5 million, of

which $2.5 million is for upgrading grade crossing protection at various locations and $6

™ million is for widening the abutments for two overhead highway bridges to accommodate

jj two tracks. MoDOT 's preliminary estimate of the cost of some crossing upgrades on the

• Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route was $24.4 million.6

Thus, to date, MoDOTs estimate of the total cost of the recommended

crossing projects on the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route is approximately $16 million

I more than the cost of the recommended crossing projects in connection with double-

• tracking the Rockview-Dexter line, or three times as much.

I
6 How these crossing upgrades will be paid for is also uncertain. MoDOT's May 17,
2006 letter (Exhibit PHR-4) noted that UP had preliminarily agreed to contribute a total
of $7 million for one grade separation and for installation of crossing signals, but had not

•

agreed on the need for or contribution to two additional grade separations that MoDOT
recommended.

10
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VI. CONCLUSION

• Based on my field observations and preliminary review of the probable

I costs of implementing the two alternatives, I am frankly surprised that UP is pursuing its

m Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter directional-running project rather than completing the

installation of double track on its existing, shorter route between Rockview and Dexter.

' Double-tracking the Rockview-Dexter line is likely to be less expensive, in total, than

I implementing the directional-running plan, and train operations would be safer and more

• efficient using a double-tracked Rockview-Dexter line than using the Rockview-Sikeston-

Dexter route.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I
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VERIFICATION

I, Paul H. Reistrup, verify under penalty of perjury that I have read the

• foregoing Verified Statement and the exhibits referenced therein, that I know the contents

I thereof, and that the same are true and correct except as to those matters stated on

_ information and belief, and as to those, that I believe them to be true. Further, I certify

that I am qualified and authorized to file this statement.

I

I

1
Executed on: July _/7_, 2006.

I

I

I

I
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EXHIBIT PHR-1
Page 1 of 3

PAUL H. REISTRUP
CONSULTANT

Biographical Profile

Date of Employment by CSX (or predecessor): My 1,1997

Place of Birth: Sioux City, Iowa

Education: B.S., Engineering, United States Military Academy, West Point,NY
1954

Chronology of Employment:

1959 to 1961 - Assistant Division Engineer, Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
Infrastructure maintenance including track, bridges, signals and buildings on a
mountain territory and later on high speed Division between New Castle, PA and Pine Jet
(Chicago) DL

1961 General Yardmaster, B&O Railroad
In charge of 1000 car classification yard at Fairport Harbor, Ohio, serving coal transship-
ment to Lake boats, grain processors and chemical customers. Supervised around the
clock yardmasters and switch engines.

1961 to 1963 Trainmaster, B&O Railroad
Pittsburgh, PA headquarters for territory between Cumberland, MD and New Castle, PA
plus line to Wheeling, WV. Supervised train crews of coal, merchandise, intennodal
and passenger (including commuter) trains over generally mountain territory.

1963 Superintendent of Car Utilization and Distribution
In charge of system distribution of some 60,000 freight cars consistent with ICC
regulations. Responsibility included passenger train movement orders and related
assignment of coach, sleeper, diner, RPO, mail and express cars.

1964 to 1966 Director of Passenger Service, B&O/C&O Railroad
Selected to head restructured passenger department to include pricing/marketing,
operations, mail, expess and dining services. Became joint C&O Railway after control
when responsibility expanded to include dining and cabin (sleeping room) service on
three cross lake car ferry routes.

1966 to!967 Assistant to Vice-President - Executive Department, B&O/C&O Railroad
Selected by Railroad President to be groomed for key positions in Coal Department
During process traveled to all C&O/B&O mine loading locations that produced more
than 1000 tons per day, numbering more than 100 operations in total.

1967 to 1968 Vice-President - Passenger Service, Illinois Central Railroad
Elected to form integrated operations, marketing, pricing, mail and express, dining and
commuter department. Task was to reduce intercity trains by one half and implement
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EXHIBIT PHR-1
Page 2 of 3

improvement program on electrified Chicago commuter operation to include funding and
replacement of 40 year old equipment on 215 (rains. Goal achieved in 18 months to meet
commitment.

1969 to 1970 Vice-President - Intermodal Service, Illinois Central Railroad
Formed new department to develop emerging intermodal business of truck trailers and
containers on flatcars. Initiated very commercially successful dedicated intermodal
trains on passenger train schedules and led construction of four new intermodal terminals
(exchanges) known as "IMX".

1970 to 1975 Senior Vice-President - Traffic, Illinois Central Gulf Railroad
Responsible for all freight revenue, sales, marketing, pricing, coal traffic and Industrial
Development. Continued to be in charge of intermodal as that department was consoli
dated. Elected to ICRR Board of Directors.

1975 to 1978 President and CEO, Amtrak
Elected in Jan 1975 to become Amtrak1 s second President and CEO. The operation then
can best be described as horrible. Made it safe, led huge acquisition of equipment,
selected locomotives that stayed on the track and against formidable opposition achieved
acquisition of the most important element-The Northeast Corridor, Shared Perm Station
New York City with Long Island RR and began enduring relationship with Commuter
Agencies, including MBTA, Metro North, what became Jersey Transit, SEPTA and
MARC. Presided over all related labor union related transitions.

1978 to 1988 Vice-President R.L.Banks & Associates
Number Two in the Firm during the period of fuel "panic" and resulting switch from oil
to coal power plants. Resurgence of commuter rail (VRE) and light rail (Baltimore
resounding success) involved my role as "Project Manager".

1988 to 1992 President, Monongahela Railway Company
Subsequent to a six year marketing role as acting Chief Traffic Officer under contract
with RIB A was elected as President and CEO of CSX/CR/PLE owned heavy haul coal
railroad. Tonnage tripled during 10 year role as chief coal marketing officer. Two new
mines opened subsequent to convincing coal operators output could (and was) flow
effective. Role ended as President of a Conrail subsidiary.

1992 to 1994 General Manager, Railroad Development Corporation
Led Argentina through safe transition from government railroad to commercial
enterprise of some 5000 miles. Startup was fully automated to U.S. safety standards
since remaining employees had tenure for life.

1994 to 1997 Vice-President, Parsons Brinckerhoff
Initially engaged to lead PB's international rail effort because of the successful Argentina
endeavor. Trained senior management (Chairman, VC, General Managers) of new Cairo,
Egypt subway as experienced railway managers to lead subway constructed to BART
(San Francisco) and Washington, DC Metro Rail automated standards. Resulting
transition was safe.

1997 to 2002 Vice-President - Passenger Integration, CSX Transportation, Wash, DC
Was requested to rejoin CSX "family" to support Conrail integration of passenger with
freight. Critical focus was NEC and the multitude of commuter rail interfaces plus
Amtrak as CSX was the largest operator by number of trains and train miles.
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EXHIBIT PHR-1
Page3 of 3

2003 Consultant, CSX
From retirement from CSX to 31 Aug 2003 served CSX to introduce chosen successors
to all passenger entity key players. Smooth transition was the goal.

2003 to present President, Paul RReistrup and Associates
Consultant on an hourly cash fee basis. No retainer cash fee.

Business, Civic and Professional Affiliations

Transportation Reearch Board
Appointed Member Emeritus 2001
Chair- Committee AR030, Railroad Operating Technologies-2005/2006

American Railway Engineering and Maintenance Association (AREMA)

Association of Railway Superintendents

Board Member-J.W. Barriger III Library

Lexington Group (Railroad History)

Association for Transportation Law, Logistics and Policy
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EXHIBIT PHR-3
Page 1 of 7

Southeast District
• » . 2675 North Main Sire&t

MiSSOUri ^^^ \ J&M& P.O.BOXIGO
_ Sikeston. MO 63801

Department
, T_ , ,. I i Toll free 1-888 ASK MoDOT

or Transportation www.modot.ora
Mark Shelton, District Engineer

March 8, 2006

The Chairman
Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street NW
Washington D.C. 20423

RE: Docket # FD 34672, Rail line swap between UP and BNSF Railroads

Union Pacific (UP) is anticipating upgrades to the railroads in Southeast Missouri to support increased
train traffic and improve efficiency of their system. MoDOT is working to ensure that whichever UP
option is approved, the upgrades occur with the proper regard to rail-highway intersection safety
improvements necessitated by these UP business changes.

A NEPA analysis is the proper avenue to evaluate and compare the full cost to society of any
transportation improvements. As a transportation agency, we use the NEPA analysis for highway projects
to assist in selecting the best option based on the totality of the circumstances. We were therefore pleased
to note UP's docket submittal also included a NEPA analysis to be performed by a third party. MoDOT
requests that costs to provide rail-highway safety improvements and a comparative safety analysis be
included in the NEPA analysis of the two options available to UP (rail line swap or dual track) so that the
best optidn available can be selected for this transportation system improvement.

MoDOT, at UP's request, reviewed the rail-highway intersections for the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter
option and developed a list of recommended improvements. These recommendations address a variety of
issues that will result from the increased train traffic including commerce delay, delaying emergency
vehicles, and traffic backup and delay on high volume-high speed roadways such as Route 60. It should
be noted, however, that these recommended improvements do not include costs for the more stringent
improvements, such as double gates, that would be necessary for quiet zones within the cities or any other
city expenses resulting from this change in train traffic.

All recommended improvements on the attached list were jointly agreed upon by MoDOT and UP except
two - Route A-at Chaffee and Route Y at Sikeston. At those locations, UP recommends improved at-
grade warning systems while MoDOT recommends a grade separation to facilitate emergency vehicle
access within these communities. At the Route 60 intersection, MoDOT and UP agree that a grade
separation is needed,1 however, agreement has not been reached whether interim measures could be used
until the grade separation is completed

Our mission is taking care of and Improving Missouri's transportation system.
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The rail-highway improvements for the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter option have a preliminary cost
estimate in excess of $24 million. MoDOT anticipates compiling a similar rail-highway safety
improvement list for the dual track option from Rockview directly to Dexter by mid-April.

The only options available to fund these improvements at the at-grade crossings are railroad safety funds,
which are not sufficient to cover all costs of this improvement plus other rail safety issues statewide. The
new features are necessary to ensure that the upgrade does not have a negative effect on highway safety in
the locations affected. Through preliminary negotiations with UP and MoDOT, both parties have agreed
the cost of the upgrades would be shared between the two parties. MoDOT is suggesting that UP fund at
least 50% of the necessary improvements that entail grade separations and 65% of the necessary
improvements to the at-grade crossings. UP has already agreed to that 65%-35% cost share. These ratios
are similar to MoDOT's cost-share program used by other private and public entities for highway
developments outside the normal planning process that need an expedited completion to protect the
traveling public.

We would like to suggest that STB approval of UP's request be conditioned on this cost-share and the
final installation of the improvements.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment regarding these railroad improvements and the effects that will
result.

Sincerely,

Mark Shelton, P.E.
District Engineer
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PROPOSED RAIL-HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR UP RAIL SWAP IN MISSOURI
Developed by MoDOT and UP

CROSSING
#

4461 75M

4461 99B

446193K

665641U

665634J

CITY

Morehouse

Sikeston

S ikes ton

Oran

Sikeston

STREET/
HWY

USHWY
60

N. West
St

West
Gate St.

CORD
411

CORD
450

ROAD
AUTH.

MoDOT

City of
Sikeston

City of
Sikeston

Scott
Co,

Scott
Co.

PRESENT
STATUS

XB

XB

XB

XB

DESCRIPTION OF
IMPROVEMENTS
Grade separations and re-
route of MO 1 !4. Design
on this project can begin
as soon as determine
level of financial
commitment from UP.
Estimated time for design
and construction
approximately 2 years.
Meeds full set of lights
and gates, pavement
markings and advance
warning signs. Study
needed for exempt signs
and advance warning
signs and requires
advance traffic signal pre-
emption
Pavement markings-
District 1 0 counted
traffic, lights and gates
still needed after their
count

Pavement markings and
advance warning signs
both sides-stop signs both
sides, stop signs on both
sides of road on one side,
additional "watch for
increased train traffic"
sign on both sides, new
lights and gates
Install interim stop signs,
advance warning signs
and pavement markings

PRELIMINARY
ESTIMATED COST
$12 million

$250,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $162,500
MoDOT: 35%, $87,500

$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement;
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 35%, $61, 250
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 35%, $6 1,250
UP: 65%, $113, 750

$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $11 3,750
MoDOT: 35%, $61,250
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PROPOSED RAIL-HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR UP RAIL SWAP IN MISSOURI
Developed by MoDOT and UP

CROSSING
tt

446348A

663963B

663962U

665651 A

446192D

CITY

Dexter

Chaffee

Chaffee

Chaffee

Sikeston

STREET/
HWY

CORD
717

CORD
209

Yokum
St.
Rte. A

CORD
252

Sunset
Drive

ROAD
AUTH,

Stoddar
dCo.

Scott
Co.

MoDOT

Scott
Co.

City of "
Sikeston

PRESENT
STATUS

XB

FL, BL

RG,
CLO,
BL

XB

RG, BL

DESCRIPTION OF
IMPROVEMENTS
New Lights and gateSj
interim stop signs

County to install
pavement markings anci
one advance warning sign

Interim Solution:
MoDOT to install
pavement markings both
sides, new LSD's, CWT
circuitry,

Long Term Solution:
Grade separation to allow
emergency vehicle
access. NOTE: UP has
.not agreed to cost share a
grade separation at this
location.
Install new lights and
gates, Stop signs both
sides and pavement
markings both sides

New lights, and gates
needed. Pavement
markings needed.

PRELIMINARY
ESTIMATED COST
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 3 5%, $61,250
UP: 65%, $11 3,750
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 35%, $6 1,250
$76,600 interim
solution

Pavement:
MoDOT 100% = $200

LED's and Circuitry:
MoDOT: 35%, $26,740
UP: 65%, $49,660

Grade Separation:
$3.7 million

1

$ 175,000 Gates &
CWT:

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 3 5%, $6 1,250
UP: 65%, $113,750
$175,200

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 3 5%, $6 1,250
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PROPOSED RAIL-HICHWAV SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR UP RAIL SWAP IN MISSOURI
Developed by MoDOT and UP

CROSSING
#

446188N

4461 83 E

665639T

665636X

446I68C

446I65G

4463 56S

CITY

Sikeston

Morehouse

Near
Sikeston

Sikeston

Grayridge

Grayridge

Essex

STREET/
HWY

RTEBB

Benton
St., RTE
Z

MO 91

RTEZ

RTE AH

MO 153

Cypress
SL

RTEFF

ROAD
AUTH.

MoDOT

MoDOT

MoDOT

MoDOT

MoDOT

MoDOT

MoDOT

PRESENT
STATUS
FUBL

RG,BL

FL

FL

FL.BL

FL,BL

FL.BL

DESCRIPTION OF
IMPROVEMENTS
New lights, gates,
circuitry

New gates/lights/circuiiry

New gates and lights

New Lights and gates

Pavement markings to be
freshened, new lights and
.gates

Additional warning
devices, new lights/gates
needed

New Lights, gates and
side lights

PRELIMINARY
ESTIMATED COST
$ 175,000 New lights &
gates

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 3 5%, $6 1,250
UP: 65%, $11 3,750
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $11 3,750
MoDOT: 3 5%, $6 1,250
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 3 5%, $6 1,250
UP: 65%, $113,750
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 35%, $61, 250
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 35%, $6 1,250
Lights & gates,
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $113,750
MoDOT: 35%, $6 1,250
$175,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 35%, $61,250
UP: 65%, $113,750
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PROPOSED RAIL-HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR UP RAIL SWAP IN MISSOURI
Developed by MoDOT and UP

CROSSING
#

665655C

665644P

665643 H

665642B

66563 IN

CITY

Chaffee

Oran

Oran

Oran

Sikeston

STREET/
HWY

Gray St.

Main St.

Radcliff-
RTEW

Greer St.

RTEZZ

ROAD
AUTH.

City of
Chaffee

City of
Oran

MoDOT

City of
Oran

MoDOT

PRESENT
STATUS

RG, BL

RG,
WW

RG,BL

RG,
WW

RG, BL

DESCRIPTION OF
IMPROVEMENTS
City to install pavement
markings both sides, new
LED's

Advance warning sign
east side, pavement
markings both sides,
remove stop signs, new
LED's

Pavement markings to be
installed, remove stop
signs, new LED's

Advance warning signs
installed on both sides.
Pavement markings need
to be installed on both
sides. Remove stop
signs, install new LED's
New LED's

PRELIMINARY
ESTIMATED COST
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 3 5%, $2, 100
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 3 5%, $2,100
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 3 5%, $2,100
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 35%, $2,100
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 35%, $2,1 00
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PROPOSED RAIL-HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR UP RAIL SWAP IN MISSOURI
Developed by MoDOT and UP

CROSSING
#

665628F

673074A

665627Y

22 various
crossings

CITY

Sikeston

Sikeston

Sikeston

Varies

STREET/
HWY

RTEY

Wakefiel
dSt.

W. North
St.

City
streets
and
counties

ROAD
AUTH.

MoDOT

City of
Sikeston

City of
Sikeston

PRESENT
STATUS
RG,BL

RG.BL

RG, BL

XB

DESCRIPTION OF
IMPROVEMENTS
Interim Solution: Install
pedestrian gate or
warning system or maze
on sidewalk crossing,
new LED's.

Long term solution:
Grade separation to allow
emergency vehicle
access. NOTE: UP has
not agreed to cost share a
grade separation at this
location.
Refresh pavement
markings, new LEDs

Refresh pavement
markings, new LEDs

.

Post stop signs, advance
warning signs, or in a few
cases close crossings

PRELIMINARY
ESTIMATED COST
$16,000

Preliminary
Agreement:
MoDOT: 35%, $5,333
City: 33%, $5,333
UP: 33%, $5,333

Grade separation:
$5.7 million

$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 3 5%, $2,100
$6,000 LED's

Preliminary
Agreement:
UP: 65%, $3,900
MoDOT: 3 5%, $2, 100
Undetermined
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Southeast District
2675 North Main Street

P.O. Box 160
Sikeston. MO 63801

(573) 472-5333
Fax (573) 472-5342

Toil free 1-888 ASK MoDOT
www.modot.orci

May 17,2006

The Chairman
Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street NW
Washington D.C. 20423

RE: Docket # FD 34672, Rail line swap between UP and BNSF Railroads

The analysis of costs for the alternatives available to UP for this rail traffic increase were not completed
when MoDOT made its previous docket comment in March 2006. This letter is a follow-up to that
comment letter and includes a summary of anticipated signal and rail-highway crossing improvement
costs. All information included in the initial docket comment is still accurate and applicable.

MoDOT reviewed the rail-highway intersections for the Sikeston Branch and the Northern Alternative (a
proposal to dual track the existing UP rail line). These recommendations primarily address locations
where the higher volume of traffic conflicting with the rail traffic significantly increases the safety risk to
motorists. Costs to local communities located along these two alternatives to implement quiet zones or to
address quality of life concerns are not included in MoDOT's estimates. We anticipate that STB will
receive docket comments from each of these local officials addressing their anticipated costs. Costs that
will be incurred by UP for any non-crossing related track improvements necessary to implement either
option are not included in MoDOT's estimates.

We ask that the attached costs be included in the NEPA review of the rail options and would appreciate
any opportunity to participate further in that NEPA review relating to impacts to the motorists.

Sincerely,

Mark Sttelton, P.E.
District Engineer

Our mission is taking care of and improving Missouri's transportation system.

$fe Printed on ntcydad paper
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Cost Comparison of Rail-Highway Intersection Improvements
Northern Alternative vs. Sikeston Branch

Comparison Summary:
a. Costs for highway and signal warning system improvements are the only issue

addressed—MoDOT is unfamiliar with costs associated with railroad track and track-
related infrastructure requirements for either option.
The MoDOT cost alone is more for Sikeston Branch — $11.7 million vs. $8.5 million.
Cost for Northern Alternative presumes no cost share opportunities with UP.
Cost comparison does not include any local or UP costs associated with implementing a
quiet zone or addressing any other local community quality of life concern.
Cost for engineering and land acquisition is not included for either option.

b.
c.
d.

e.

Northern Alternative
MoDOT

$2.5 million - RR crossing signals at various locations
$2 million - new grade separation at Rt 77
$4 million - new grade separation at Rt M

No cost-share agreement anticipated with UP for these highway crossing improvements

TOTAL $8,500,000

Sikeston Branch
MoDOT

$6 million -- US 60 grade separation
$1 million - RR crossing signals
$2.85 million -grade separation at
$1.85 million -grade separation at

RtY
RtA

TOTAL $11,700,000

UP
$6 million
$2 million
$2.85 million (agreement
$1.85 million (agreement

not reached)
not reached)

TOTAL $12,700,000
GRAND TOTAL $24,400,000
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VERIFIED STATEMENT OF STEPHEN G. THORNHILL

My name is Stephen G. Thornhill. I am Project Manager - Rail Line

Environmental Studies for Burns & McDonnell, an international engineering firm.

| My office address is 9400 Ward Parkway, Kansas City, Missouri. I have 13 years'

• experience with Burns & McDonnell conducting environmental evaluations in

connection with rail construction projects. My qualifications and experience are

™ described in more detail in Exhibit SGT-1 attached hereto.

• I have been engaged by the City of Sikeston, Missouri to conduct a

m preliminary review of the environmental impacts of Union Pacific Railroad

Company's ("UP") proposal to acquire BNSF Railway Company's ("BNSF") line

between Rockview and Sikeston, Missouri and to institute direction running of UP

I trains over a Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter Routing. I was also asked to compare the

— environmental impacts of UP's plan with an alternative plan: double-tracking

UP's existing line between Rockview and Dexter and instituting directional

| running operations over the double-tracked line.

• In the course of my engagement, I have reviewed UP's petition for

exemption in Finance Docket No.34672, seeking authority from the Surface

Transportation Board ("Board") to acquire the Rockview-Sikeston line from

J BNSF. I also participated in field inspections of involved rail lines, and

• surrounding communities, on May 11, 2006 and I have discussed UP's plans with

City of Sikeston officials.

I

I
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The results of my preliminary environmental reviews are set forth in

• my Exhibit SGT-2. As detailed in Exhibit SGT-2, UP's plan to institute

I directional running operations on the Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route will result

_ in many consequential, adverse environmental impacts to the residents of

Sikeston, and surrounding communities located along this route.1 Conversely,

I double tracking UP's Rockview-Dexter Line will cause little, or no, consequential

I adverse impacts. Based upon my review to date, double tracking the Rockview-

Dexter Line is clearly the preferred directional running alternative from an

environmental respect.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

| ' Many of the site-specific impacts are discussed in detail in the verified
statements submitted in this proceeding by Sikeston Mayor Michael Marshall and

I the correspondence referenced in the City's Motion to Dismiss.

I
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I VERIFICATION

I I, Stephen G. Thornhill, verify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

• true and correct. Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this statement.

I

I Stephen G. Thornhill

I Executed on: August $* , 2006

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I
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Stephen G.Thornhill
EXHIBIT SGT-1

Page 1 of 2

Position:
Project Manager -
Rail Line Environmental Studies

Expertise:
| Agency Coordination
P§ Wetland Determination
H Wildlife Habitat Assessment
H Field Biology
B Public Involvement
H Rail line routing and

Environmental Assessment
| Surface Transportation Board

Coordination
HI Threatened and Endangered

Species
• NEPA

Education:
B.S. in Biology, Avila College, 1987
M.S. in Biology, Southwest Missouri

State University, 1990

Organizations:
Missouri Herpetological Society
Society for the Study of Amphibians

and Reptiles
Southwestern Association of

Naturalists (SWAN)

Years Experience:
13

Start Date:
August 20, 1990

Years With Other Firms:
1

Mr. Thornhill is Burns & McDonnell's most experienced person conducting and
preparing environmental studies for rail construction projects. He has worked on
new rail construction projects throughout the United States since 1992. He has
evaluated hundreds of miles of alternatives and a wide range of natural and
human resources. The following describes Mr. Thornhill's most recent
experience.

Mr. Thornhill served as project manager for construction of a new industrial link
railroad in Hastings, Nebraska. The project involved preparation of a third-party
environmental assessment for the Surface Transportation Board. The project
involved construction of new rail line to provide a second rail access to a new
ethanol/gasohol facility and proposed industrial park. Key issues for the project
included rail and vehicle safety, wetlands, socioeconomic, and crossing a
competing rail line.

Mr. Thornhill is project manager for preparation of an EIS for nearly 300 miles
of new rail line construction in Wyoming, South Dakota, and Minnesota. The
Dakota, Minnesota & Eastern Railroad proposed the Powder River Basin
Expansion Project to extend its system into the coal regions of Wyoming. Burns
& McDonnell is serving as the third-party contractor to the Surface
Transportation Board (STB), the lead agency for the project, along with US
Forest Services, Bureau of Laud Management, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of
Engineers, and Coast Guard as cooperating agencies. The project involves 260
miles of new construction impacts in Wyoming and South Dakota and 20 miles
of new construction in Minnesota, and operational impacts from the rebuilding of
540 miles of existing rail line across South Dakota and Minnesota. This is largest
new rail project in recent history. Significant issues include impacts to national
grasslands and other public lands, threatened and endangered species, wildlife,
ranching, range and grazing land, noise, vibration, air quality, traffic delays,
vehicle and pedestrian safety, emergency vehicle movement, cultural and
paleontological resources, Native American issues, and existing shippers.

Mr. Thornhill was principal author and investigator for an Environmental
Assessment for a proposed rail line extension in central West Virginia. This EA
was be submitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC). Mr. Thornhill's
responsibilities include contact with local, state and federal agencies, evaluation
of project impacts on fish, wildlife, cultural resources, surface and groundvvater
and socioeconomics. In addition, he conducted an analysis of various alternative
alignments for the project and submitted a Route Analysis Report to the ICC in
order for a preferred alignment for the project to be established.

Mr. Thornhill was principal investigator and author for a biological assessment
in southern Indiana for a proposed railroad spur for PSI Energy. The assessment
included field investigation to characterize vegetation, wildlife and their habitat
and to survey for endangered species.

Mr. Thornhill served as project manager for the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment of a new rail line project. Burns & McDonnell has been selected by
Western Farmers Electric Cooperative to serve as its third party consultant to the
ICC for this project. The project, located in southeast Oklahoma, is intended to
provide additional rail access to the Hugo Generating Station. Major issues
include fish and wildlife, socioeconomics, cultural resources and crossing a
competing rail line.
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Mr. Thornhill was project coordinator for all proposed rail construction and
abandonment projects associated with the Norfolk Southern Railroad (NS)
acquisition of Conrail. Evaluation and analysis of construction and abandonment
projects include a wide spectrum of environmental impact areas including:
wetlands and surface waters, land use, flora and fauna, threatened and
endangered species, cultural resources, lair, noise, transportation and safety.
Under NS's initial acquisition plan, 14 rail segments totaling over 290 miles in
three states and 11 new constructions in four states were evaluated. Later, under
the negotiated acquisition by NS and CSX, 10 additional constructions in six
states were evaluated. Mr. Thornhill coordinated all site visits and report
preparation for all Norfolk Southern's proposed projects and coordinated with
CSX's consultant for final preparation of the construction abandonment reports
submitted to the Surface Transportation Board.

Also as part of the acquisition of Conrail, Mr. Thornhill coordinated the analysis
of noise impacts due to proposed changes in rail traffic. Mr. Thornhill
coordinated with noise specialists, both Burns & McDonnell and subcontractors,
for preparation of a model to calculate noise contours along rail lines and at
grade crossings. He coordinated a team of 8-12 people responsible for counting
sensitive noise receptors with various noise contours for over 5,000 miles of rail
line.

Mr. Thomhill served as project manager for a proposed rail line abandonment in
San Bemadino, California. The project included the proposed abandonment of
approximately 21 miles of rail line owned and maintained by the San Bemadino
Association of Governments (SANBAG), acquired as part of the Union Pacific-
Southern Pacific rail merger. Maintenance costs and limited revenues have
resulted in the line having minimal if any profitability. Important issues for the
project included potential sites of contamination along the rail line,
historic/Native American resources, and the economic feasibility associated with
potential relocation of the exiting rail shipper located along the rail line. An
environmental report and historic report were prepared and submitted to the
Surface Transportation Board on behalf of SANBAG as part of its petition to
abandon the line.
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Preliminary Environmental Report

The following is intended to provide a brief overview of the potential environmental

I impacts associated with both the potential double tracking of the existing UP Rockview

_ to Dexter line and the directional running of trains over the existing BNSF line between

Rockview and Sikeston and the existing UP line between Sikeston and Dexter. This

•

review is not intended to provide a comprehensive quantification of all the potential

impact areas, only the most obvious and potentially significant.

Rockview to Dexter - UP

I
The existing UP rail line between Rockview and Dexter is approximately 40,5 miles

• long. Approximately 15 miles of this distance already includes more than one track.

• Trains operating over this line were observed to be traveling at speeds of approximately

50 miles per hour or more. Rail traffic was observed to be high, supporting UP's claims

• of over 40 total trains per day, including both north and south bound movements. Trains

I were observed to consist of double-stack multi modal container trains and mixed

merchandise trains.

• The rail line itself generally follows the contour of Crowley's Ridge, a geographic feature

rising from the Mississippi River floodplain. To the west of the line is largely

undeveloped woodland, intermittent cropland, and scattered rural residences. Land to the

• east of the line is generally flat and part of the historic Mississippi River floodplain. It is

_ extensively farmed. The line crosses several minor drainages, with the Castor and

I
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Whitewater Rivers being the most significant waterways crossed by the line. Wetlands

™ are largely absent along the line, most having likely been drained or filled to allow for

• fanning activities. Only approximately 4 acres of wetland would likely be affected by

_ double track construction.

I The Rockview to Dexter line passes generally south and east of the town of Dexter, being

• adjacent to only small areas of residential or other development. Further north, the rail

line passes the communities of Bell City, Painton, Perkins, Delta, and Rockview.

| However, the line only passes through Bell City; it is located to one side of the other

• communities. Sufficient right-of-way is available at these communities for the

construction of a second mainline for double tracking with out the need to relocate or

I remove any residences or other facilities. Preliminary estimates are that for

• approximately 40 trains per day, the 65 dBA Ldn contour would be approximately 450

feet for wayside noise and 2,000 feet for horn noise. It is roughly estimated that 237

• residences are located within the wayside noise contour and an additional 1,093 are

• within the horn noise contour. The majority of these residences are located within the

noted communities.

I There are approximately 42 grade crossings of the existing Rockview to Dexter line,

Most of these crossings, even many in very rural areas with little vehicle traffic, were

equipped with lights and gates for protection. This level of protection is likely a
\

• reflection of the high level of train traffic and high train speeds along this section of line.

_ It is expected that under FRA's Horn Sounding Rule that it would be relatively easy and

I
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I
I

inexpensive to create quiet zones for the communities along this existing line, if desired.

However, it should be noted that the existing residents along this line are currently

I accustomed to the high level of train traffic.

I

I
mm The Rockview - Sikeston - Dexter route includes two rail line segments. The first is the

UP line between Sikeston and Dexter. The second is the BNSF line between Sikeston

Rockview - Sikeston - Dexter

and Rockview, proposed for transfer of ownership to UP in exchange for UP trackage in

Colorado. Each line is addressed in turn.

Sikeston - Dexter

•

•

I
This section of rail line is reported by UP to handle approximately one train per week.

• Observations of the rail line showed it to be in poor condition. However, at the time of

I site inspection in May, 2006, significant work upgrading this section of line was

underway. Work observed included upgrading and rehabilitating bridges, replacement of

™ ties, installation of new, heavier rail, and improvement to grade crossing surfaces. As

• none of this work could be justified for a single train per week, the only logical

conclusion is that the rehabilitation work must be in anticipation of STB approval of the

proposed transaction.

I

I

I
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Aside from the condition of the track, the Sikeston - Dexter section of line is

approximately 23 miles in length. It passes through the communities of Essex,

• Grayridge, Morehouse, and the western portion of Sikeston. Outside these communities,

— the adjacent land is primarily cropland. Few if any wetlands exist along the rail line,

however it crosses approximately 10 streams, most of which are drainage ditches for field

• drain tile necessary to allow for fanning.

Approximately 30 grade crossings exist along this section of rail line, including a grade

| crossing of U.S. Highway 60, a 65 mile-per-hour extension of Interstate 57. The sight-

IB . lines for this crossing, currently protected with lights and gates, are poor, as the line

crosses the highway at an angle and trees along the rail line, as well as the town of

| Morehouse to the east, block trains from the view of on-coming traffic. Highway 60 was

• observed to be a high-volume roadway with both automobiles and trucks. It is

recommended by MoDOT for a grade separated crossing, estimated to take two years and

• $12 million for construction. To date, UP has not indicated any willingness to assist with

• the cost of a grade separation for this crossing and it is unlikely the state has sufficient

funds for this project, which would not be necessary but for the proposed transaction and

• the associated increases in rail traffic.

I

• The UP proposal would increase train traffic using this line segment from almost nothing

(one train per week) to over 10 trains per day (and.probably more in the future). This

would create significant safety issues. This segment has numerous rail/highway grade

I

I
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I

I

I
crossings, including several that are very busy. The significant increase in train volume

and speed, combined with the large traffic volumes at several grade crossings, creates a

• situation inherently more risky to vehicles, pedestrians and trains^ The greater number of

_ trains substantially increases the likelihood of accidents involving automobile, truck,

school buses and emergency vehicles, particularly at high traffic volume crossings

I located in Sikeston. The increase in train traffic will also make it more difficult for

police, fire and EMS vehicles to respond to emergencies where such vehicles must cross

the tracks to do so.

I
• Additionally, numerous noise sensitive receptors are located within the communities and

along the rural portions of the line. For approximately 10 trains per day, the 65 dBA Ldn

• contour was estimated at 200 feet for wayside noise and 1,000 feet for horn noise.

• Approximately 105 residences occur within the wayside contour and 600 within the horn

noise contour. Additional receptors, including apartments, businesses, churches and

• schools would also be affected by the dramatic increase in noise.

I

I
• The Rockview - Sikeston segment of rail line is currently owned and operated by BNSF.

Under the proposed transaction, this section of line would be transferred to UP and a

section of UP rail line in Colorado would be transferred to BNSF. The Rockview -

• Sikeston segment is approximately 24 miles in length. Approximately 7 trains per day

_ presently operate over this section of rail line, including both UP and BNSF trains. The

I

Rockview - Sikeston
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I
Rockview - Sikeston line passes through northern Sikeston, Oran, Chaffee, and around

the western side of Rockview. Along this line, approximately 114 noise sensitive

• receptors would be within the wayside noise contour and another 793 would be within the

_ horn noise contour. Several nursing homes, schools, and churches are also in proximity

to this section of rail line and would likely be adversely affected by the increased noise.

I
« Approximately 30 grade crossings exist along the Rockview - Sikeston line segment.

These include State Highways ZZ, Z, and 91, as well as several high- volume crossings of

I streets in Sikeston, Oran and Chaffee. While containing better crossing protection than

• the crossing on the Dexter - Sikeston line, crossing protection along the Sikeston -

Rockview line is less than that provided on the Dexter - Rockview line and crossing

| protection upgrades would be appropriate.

I
UP's proposal to substantially increase train traffic on this line also raises significant

• safety issues. Like the Sikeston-Dexter Line, the Rockview-Dexter Line has numerous

I rail/highway grade crossings, including several that are very busy. The significant

increase in train volume and speed, combined with the large traffic volumes at several

™ grade crossings, creates a situation inherently more risky to vehicles, pedestrians and

• trains. The greater number of trains substantially increases the likelihood of accidents

involving automobile, truck, school buses and emergency vehicles, particularly at high

traffic volume crossings located in Sikeston. The increase in train traffic will also make

• it more difficult for police, fire and EMS vehicles to respond to emergencies where such

vehicles must cross the tracks to do so._

I
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Additionally, a new connection would be required to allow the movement of trains

between the two sections of line in Sikeston. This connection would bring the rail line

into close proximity of several area residences (in addition to those already purchased

and removed by the railroad), and would require relocation of a residential street and a

lift station operated by the City of Sikeston. Relocation of the lift station may be costly

and difficult due to its presently being bounded by both sections of rail line and

residential neighborhoods.

Conclusion

| From an environmental perspective, double tracking the Rockview-Dexter Line clearly

• has fewer adverse environmental impacts than the impacts associated with HP's proposed

Rockview-Sikeston-Dexter route. This result occurs primarily because the Rockview-

• Dexter-Sikeston route passes through significantly larger communities and exposes

• residents in the community to increased safety risks. Also, HP's proposed route would

affect more sensitive noise receptors even though it would have fewer trains and create

• adverse noise impacts to over 1,000 noise sensitive receptors not currently experiencing

I high levels of train traffic.

™ It also appears that UP (and the environment) would benefit from the double tracking

• option. While trains operating on the Dexter - Rockview route could travel at speeds of

50 miles per hour or more, it is likely operating speeds through Sikeston would be

I
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I
significantly less. Because this route is already longer, slower speeds would increase

operating times. Increased distance would also increase operating and maintenance cost

• as more track and bridges would need to be maintained. More fuel would be consumed

_ (contributing to increased air emissions), further increasing railroad operating costs.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I
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